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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Tuespay, July 30, 1912.

The House met at 11 o'clock a, m. :

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Infinite and eternal spirit, father of all souls, we thank Thee
for the precious thought taught and exemplified in the life and
character of the Jesus of Nazareth which tends to solidify all
nations into one family; that what hurts one nation hurts all
the peoples of the world; what helps one helps Thy children
everywhere; hence our hearts go out in sympathy for the
stricken and mourning people of Japan in the loss of their be-
loved Emperor who has led them through all the vicissitudes
attending their country for 40 years, ever onward and upward,
to the betterment of conditions in the home, society, and gov-
ernment. Teach them that God lives and reigns in the hearts
of men. Grant, O most merciful Father, that they may find
in the new Emperor one who will lead them on to the better-
ment of conditions in the arts of peace, happiness, and good
will, and Thine be the praise in the name of the Prince of Peace.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of
the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 5545) providing for
the issuing of patent to entrymen for homesteads upon reclama-
tion projects. :

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following order: .

Ordered, That the Becretary of the Senate communicate to the House
of Representatives an attested copy of the answer of Robert W. Arch-
bald, additional circuit judge of the United States for the third judicial
circuit, to the articles of impeachment,

STREET RAILWAY, TERRITORY OF HAWAIL

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 18041,
with a Senate amendment, and to concur in the amendment.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is a special order to-day.

The SPEAKER. The legislative situation is that there is a
special order giving the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
right of way with the Indian appropriation bill.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That bill is H. R. 20728,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia says it will
only take a minute in this case. If the gentleman from Texas
will yield to the gentleman from Virginia, why, the Chair is
willing to entertain the request.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas., I withhold, as I understand this
is merely to correct a mistake.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 18041) granting a franchise for the construction, main-
tenance, and operation of a street railway system in the district of
South Hilo, county of Hawail, Territory of Hawali.

The SPEAKER. What is the amendment?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. To insert the word “ freight.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Senate amendment was reported.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginin. I desire to say that the word
“freight ” was in the bill when it was first reported from the
Committee on the Territories. In some way it was not printed,
and the committee ordered a reprint in order to get that word in,
and when the bill passed the House in some way the original
print was passed instead of the reprint, and the bill went to
the Senate, and there the word “ freight” was inserted in it
because the House wanted it done and the Senate thought it
proper it should be done. That is the only amendment to the
bill.

Mr. MANN. Is it not rather an important amendment?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It is.

Mr. MANN. The bill as read to the House, a copy of the
bill which I had as reported to the House, did not contain the
word “ freight.”

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The committee intended that word
to be in the bill, and I believe the House thought it was there
at the time it was passed.

Mr., MANN. I am sure the House did not think it.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. At any rate, it ought to be there,
and the Senate has put it in. The fact that the word was in
the bill as reported was discussed when the matter was before
the House, because I remember stating that the only objection
to this bill came from a steam railroad that this electrie line
was to parallel for a short distance, and that the steam road

did not want the electric line to have the right to carry freight,
This amendment gives that right, and without this amendment
it might not have the right to carry freight. With this amend-
ment left out the steam railroad will have accomplished by a
mistake what it could not accomplish directly,

Mr. MANN. The steam railroad had no occasion to accom-
plish anything in the House——

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It tried to do it.

Mr. MANN. Because the committee reported the street rail-
way franchise without the word * freight ” in it.
£ Mr. FLOOD of Virginia, It was reported with the word
% freight” in it, but in the printing of the bill the word

freight ” was left out, and then the committee ordered a re-
print with the word “freight” in it, and by some mistake
when the bill passed the House the original print was passed
instead of the reprint.

Mr. MANN. Of course the committee did not have any au-
thority to order a reprint. The print of a bill when it is
reported to the House is not made by the committee but by the
iIIO;.ItSE. This bill was not printed with the word * freight”
n -

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia.
“freight” in.

Mr., MANN. Another print was made that Members of the
House did not have and the Clerk will not have. We got the
printed bill as reported, and we are entitled to believe that is
the print of the bill as reported. Now, this is a very important
matter, as to whether a street car franchise should ineclude
freight. I am not going to object to the request, but it seems
to me a very careless way of enacting legislation.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The carelessness was not mine or
that of the Committee on Territories. ’

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unan-
imous consent to take from the Speaker's table this bill and
concur in the Senate amendment. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R.16518. An act for the relief of the Fifth-Third National
Bank of Cincinnati, Ohio; and

H. R.18041. An act granting a franchise for the construection,
maintenance, and operation of a street railway system in the
district of South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso-
lution of the following title: T

S.J. Res. 122. Joint resolution providing for the payment of
the expenses of the Senate in the impeachment trial of Robert
W. Archbald.

The second print had the word

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, T agk to take from
the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 20728, the special order for
this morning.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 20728) making appropriatlons for the current and
Ereuy Shoutations with Vaglon. Taias. tibes o0 Tor othor foomaict
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19183. o on

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that it be considered in the House as in Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to consider this bill in the House as in the Committee
olf the Whole House on the state of the Union. Is there objec-
tion?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I think that
order has already been made by unanimous consent.

Mr. MANN. I think not. That would restrict the time of
debate to five minutes to any Member who obtained the floor.
The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker] desires some time
and I might need some time myself. :

The SPEAKER. The Recorp shows that this order was
agreed to on July 25, 1912, and it states: :

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, by unanimous consent, Or-
dered, That on Tuesday next, immediately after the reading of the
Journal, the bill H. R. 20728, with Senate amendments, be taken from
the Speanker’s table and considered in the House as in the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. :

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that
all the Senate amendments to this bill be disagreed to and
conferees be appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses. .
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
asks unanimous consent that this bill be taken from the
Speaker’s table and all the Senate amendiments disagreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is already taken from the
Speaker’s table under the order. Now, the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. Rucker] desires time to discuss one of the
amendments. I suggest he take the time now.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think there should be
a limitation in this time, and I hope before the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. StepHENS] yields the floor that he will insist on
an agreement as to time, and hold the floor and yield it himself.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I believe under the
rule I am entitled to an hour, and I think that is all we should
devote to the bill,

Mr. MANN. Under the rules the gentleman would be entitled
to five minutes.

The SPEAKER. If it is considered in the House as in the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
undoubtedly the five-minute rule prevails. That is one of the
chief objects of considering it in that way.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. This unanimous-consent order
that was obtained was under an arrangement made by the
chairman of the committee and the gentleman from Colorado
[Mr. Rucker] by which it was understood the gentleman from
Colorado was to have some time to discuss the amendment upon
which I understand he desires to make a motion to concur.

Mr. MANN. It was understood he was to have an hour's
time.

The SPEAKER. There was something said about an hour.
There is not any question about that, although the memory of
the Chair concerning it is somewhat hazy.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That was on yesterday.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There was nothing said. If the sug-
gestion had been made, I would have objected.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, That was a private arrange-
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SterHeNs], and I will
say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoop] that, so
far as the chairman of the committee and other members of
the committee are concerned, I think they are opposed to the
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado, but they will con-
sume very few minutes, even if the gentleman from Colorado
is given an hour.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My objection to this matter is that
there are four important bills here on the Speaker's table that
ounght to go to conference—three tariff bills and the sundry
civil bill—and I think no lengthy delay ought to be occasioned.
I hope the gentleman can agree on a reasonable time for debate.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Let the gentleman have 30 min-
utes by unanimous consent, if the House will agree to that, and
I think we will not need that much time in reply on our side.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I really understood last night
that there was a tentative agreement that I should have an
hour in which to present this matter.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the other day when this matter
was up I first objected to sending this bill to conference with-
out consideration, in the temporary absence of the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. Rucker]. It was stated then privately
among gentlemen that he desired an hour’s time, and it was
agreed among them that he ought to have the hour’s time if
the bill can be disposed of from the Speaker's table; and it
was only in that way that unanimous consent was granted, and
I think he should have his hour's time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We would be willing, I think, on
our side to accept 15 minutes if the gentleman will agree to
use only 45 .minutes on his side. It is only one amendment.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. So far as the amendment is
concerned on which the gentleman from Colorado desires to
make a motion to concur, I think the debate ought to be
limited to an hour, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker]
to have 45 minutes and the gentleman from Texas [Mr., Ste-
rHENS] to coutrol 15 minutes. I do not know how much time
other gentlemen may desire in which to discuss this bill as to
any other amendments. So far as I am concerned, I do not
desire to discuss any amendment..

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is satisfactory to me.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to
that arrangement, unless there is going to be unlimited time
consumed with other amendments, and if we are going to make
an agreement as to division of time, I think there should be
an entire agreement as to that division.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. My suggestion was only
with reference to this particular amendment. I do not know
that there is any other amendment to the bill that any gen-
tleman desires to debate.

XLVIII—622

Mr. MANN.  There are several amendments in the bill that
}1 desire to discuss. I am perfectly willing to take a limited

nie.

Mr., STEPHENS of Texas. What time does the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] desire?

Mr. MANN. Under the circumstances, 15 minuntes. Possibly
I will not use that.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas.
that be satisfactory, then?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think so, if the gentleman asks that
all debate on the proposition be closed at a quarter of 1.

Mr. MANN. There are 57 amendments to this bill—

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that debate be closed on the bill and amendments, and
final vote be taken at 15 minutes to 1, and the previous ques-
tion be considered as ordered at that time,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
asks unanimous consent that debate on this bill and amend-
ments close at 15 minutes before 1 o'clock, at which time the
previous question shall be considered as ordered.

Mr. MANN. What is the request?

The SPEAKER. That the debate on this bill and amendments
close at 15 minutes to 1 o’clock, and at that time the previous
question be considered as ordered.

Mr. MANN. How is the time to be controlled?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Fifteen minutes by myself, 15
minutes by the gentleman from Illineis [Mr., Maxx], and 45
minutes by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RucKER].

Mr. MANN. Fifteen minutes to me?

Mr., STEPHENS of Texas. Fifteen minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. Would that still give the right to move to con-
cur after the previons question?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. Rucker] intends to move to concur in amend-
ment No. 91,

The SPEAKER. As at present advised, the Chair thinks
after the previous question is ordered it does not cut out a mo-
tion to concur.

Mr. MANN. It certainly does not.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?

Mr. MILLER. Reserving the right to object, I want to be
clear about how this time is to be divided.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Fifteen minutes on the part of
the committee, 15 minutes on the part of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Max~], and 45 minutes on the part of the gentle-
man from Colorado [Mr. RuckEer].

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask if it is not rather
unusual, when the Indian appropriation bill is to be considered,
that the committee is to have 15 minutes, and the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. ManN] a like amount, and the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. Ruckkr] 45 minutes?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We are trying to arrive at an
agreement, so as to save time.

Mr. MILLER. That may all be true, but several other mems-
bers of the committee may have something that they care to
say on the same question that was raised by the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MaNx]. I do not care to say anything, so far as I
am concerned, but if the gentleman from Illinois is to have 15
minutes, which seems to be somewhat incongruous, and if the
arrangement is made in order to accommodate him, I think it is
entirely right, yet I do not think——

Mr. MANN. I am entitled to 15 hours, if I care to take it,
under the rules.

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER]
is looking out for his State, and——

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MILLER. I object to that arrangement.

Mr. ROUSE. Regular order!

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr.
proceed under the five-minute rule.

Mr. MANN. I give notice now that there will be no more
bills taken from the Speaker's table by unanimous consent and
disagreed to if such an arrangement as this is not kept.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When the gentleman from Illinois will
point out arrangements that are made in this House they will
be observed, but when the gentleman makes a private arrange-’
ment without the knowledge of the floor leader on this side he
can not expect that it will be observed. The suggestion came
from that side of the House, and——

Mr. MANN, This bill was taken from the Speaker’s table
the other day by unanimous consent, with the distinct state-
ment that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr, IRuckesr] should
have an hour's time.

An hour and a quarter. Wonuld

Speaker, we shall have to
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‘Mr, UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will refer to that
statement in the Recorp, the arrangement will be observed.

Mr, MANN, It may not be in the Rrcorp. If private ar-
rangements made in goed faith can net be ebserved to the con-
duct of a bill, we will have the regular order all the time.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I want to submit a request for
unanimous consent, and that is that we have one hour and a
half of debate, 15 minutes of which shall be controlled by the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Maxx], 45 minutes by the gentle-
man from Colorado [Mr. Rucker], and 30 minutes by the com-
mittee.

The SPEHAKER. That would run to 1 o’clock, instead of 15
minutes to 1.

Mr. CARTER. Yes; it would last 15 minutes longer.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahema [Mr. Car-
TER] asks unanimous consent that this debate close at 1 o'clock.
The Chair supposes that the request of the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. StepHENS] as to the previous question goes with it?

Mr. CARTER. Yes.

Mr. MANN. I understood that he requests certain time.

The SPEAKER. Yes. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.

Carter] asks unanimeus consent that debate on these amend-
ments and this conference report elose at 1 o'clock, and that at
that time the previous question shall be considered as ordered
and that the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. Maxx] shall have 15
minutes, the committee 30 minutes, and the gentleman from
Colorade [Mr. Rucker] 45 minutes.
* Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I wish to make this statement. I desire to give gen-
tlemen on the floor of this House a reasonable opportunity to
consider these bills. I have no desire to do otherwise. But, with
four important bills awaiting the aetion of the House to go to
conference, which, if not disposed of, will delay the final ad-
journment of this Congress, I want gentlemen to understand
fromy now om: that if they desire to make a division of time by
agreements on the floor of this House and want this side of the
Hounse to carry out such agreements, they mustseither put
them in the Recorp or communicate with the floor leader on
thiz side of the House.

Mr. MANN. Then I shall make no private agreements of
any kind, after this bill is disposed of, with the gentleman from
Alabama.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is right about
that. I do not think they should be made.

Mr. MANN. They are made frequently with this side by
gentleman from Alabama, and earried ouf. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CartEr]? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. It was stated that the request of the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. StepHENS], to the effect that at 1 o’clock
the previous guestion be considered ordered, should be a part of
the request made by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Nir. CAR-
TER]. Is there objection to that? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none. :

Mr, BURKE of South Dakota. Before that beging, 5 min-
utes' time has gone. We can not have 15 minutes and 30 min-
utes and 45 minutes by 1 o'elock.

The SPEAKER. That will make it § minutes after 1 o'clock.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, amendment No.
91 is the amendment that is objeeted to by the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. Ruckrr]. That amendment reads in this way:

(91) That the Becretary of the Treaanrﬁ_he. and he Is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay to the administrator of the estate John
W. West, deceased, out of any money in the Treasury of the United
States stgnding to the credit of the Cherokee Nation of Indians, the
gum of $£5,000 and interest thereon at the rate of § per cent per an-
num from September 16, 1884, in full payment of the award made by
the commission appointed pursuant to the authority contaimed In the
geventh article of the treaty with the Cherokees promulgated August
17, 1846, and which award was approved by the retary September
16, 1884, and his action reaffirmed April 26, 1886.

This matter has been before Congress for many, many years.
I hold in my hand a statement from the Secretary of the In-
terior, dated July 24, 1912, in which this langnage is used:

Amendment No. 91, page 35, beginning with line 7, authorizes the
Becretary of the Interior to pay $5,000 to the administrator of the
estate of John W. West, together with interest thereon at the rate of
B per cent ﬂge.r annum from September 16, 1884, in full payment of the
award made by the commission appointed pursuant to authority
contnined In the seventh article of the treaty with the Cherokees, pro-
mulgated August 17, 1846, and which award was approved by the gec
retary of the Interior September 16, 1884, and since reaffirmed. This
claim has been pending before the artment, this office, and Con-
gress for a_great many years. It has been carefully Investigated and
reconsidered a number of times. D. W. €. Dimean, eommissioner on: the
part of the Cherokee Nation, and J. Q. Tufts, United States Indian

agent, ap&oi.nted pursuant to the seventh article of the treaty of 1848,
reported in faver of the elalm of the heirs of John W. West in the sum

of $5,000, together with a * moderate rate of interest™ thereon.

The Secretary of the Interior says in regard to a simliar bill,
on which he reported on December 28, 1911, that—-

The department during the last 25 years has made a number of reports
on the claim in question. The department, in its report dated December
26, 1911, sald that “in view of the history of this claim, the action
heretofore made-thereon, and the long delay in the prosecution thereof,™
it would not be justified in reecc jjnga{hn p ge of H. R. 6544,

That bill (H. R. 6544) is in the exatt language of the amend-
ment No. 91, proposed to be concurred in by the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. Rucker]. If we concur in this amendment, we
do it over the objection of the department, made in a letter dated
Washington, D. €., March 3, 1910, in which we find this
language:

The claim of certain heirs of John W. West was so Interwoven with
this case that the record is veriy] voluminous. Bills were introduced in
Congress for the relief of the heirs of John W. West on _at least two
oecaslons, but were never passed. Nothing in the record shows that
these improvements were ever appraised at $42,000, as alleged by the
attorneys in this ease.

The case having been !nu:]; considered and long since closed, it Is not
t ht thatmactlonsouldbatalmnin%he matter. There is
nothing in the record to show that H. C. Alberty, who appears to have
employed Messrs. Kight and Lee, Is in any way related to any of the

to the elnim. Bluford West was without children, and Nancy

kham, his former wife, also appears to have died without issue. It
has Deen held that John W. West, being an emigrant Cherokee, had
no title and had never been awarded any t of the estate either by
Congress or by any action of the Chero Natlon, and if Alberty
claims as an heir of the John W. West estate, there is nothing due him.

Very respectfully,
Jesse E. Winsox, Assigtant Secretary.

In the face of these adverse reports the Senate has put on
this appropriation bill amendment No. 91, for the purpose of
taking out of the treasury of the Cherokee Nation $5,000 and
paying this old stale claim. The Senate has alse added amend-
ments amounting to between $7,000,000 and $8,000,000. Many of
these amendments are claims similar to this. If this House is
willing to pass this West claim, then it instruets your com-
mittee in effect to admit the rest of these claims, amounting to
several million deollars, as proper legislation on this Indian
appropriation bill.

This class of amendments has no place on an appropriation
bill, and should not be considered here. This West bill is on
the Private Calendar of this House and ean be ealled up under
the rules of the House, when it can be thoroughly discussed and
its merits ecan be fully understood and discussed by the House.

We should not submit to these claims being placed upon our -

appropriation bills in the other body in viclation of our rules
and brought here, as is done in this ease, in the hope that we
will have to take them as a whele or reject them as a whole:

I reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER]

| ig recognized for 45 minutes.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, it is early in the
morning and I trust that your eyes are clear. I want simply
to brush the cobwebs away from this proposition. I want to
address myself first to the lawyers of this body, and next T want
t(l)a ?];ildress myself to the laymen in behalf of the justice of this
c

There are many duties devolving upon Members of Congress,
The amount of money involved in this eclaim is small, £5,000
with interest, ameunfing in all to $10,000, and I do net believe
there is any lawyer in this body who would have undertaken to
go through this record and look at it from a lawyer's stand-
point for as much money as there is invelved in it.

1 want to begin by saying that while it iz an old elaim, and
laches has been set up as an eobjectiom against it, I am going
io develop the fact that the laches has been upon the part of
the Cherokee Nation and the Government of the United States,
and was not chargeable to the claimants who are now asking for
this relief. Not ene of these claimants is a constituent of mine,
I do not know ene of them personally. I was chosen as the
chairman of a subcommittee to examine this elaim, and I want
to say in this connection that before I was honored with mem-
bership upon the Indian Committee ¥ discussed this case with
the chairman of the ecommittee, who in 1500 put in a similar
bill, of which this is a verbatim copy, for the allowance of this
claim, and when he replies I am geing to ask him to tell us what
change has come over the spirit ef his drveams to make him
reverse the judgment that he formed when he introduced that
bill in behalf of these claimants whose elaim he is now op-

Semething has been said to the effect that this claim should
not be paid beenuse John W. West was not 8 Western Cherokee;
that he was an- Eastern Cherokee, and therefore did not come
within the treaty; and that the award made by the eommission,
regularly appointed pursuant to said treaty, in favor of these
claimants may be disregarded on that accounf. Upon that point
some proof has been offered that some children of John W.
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West were put upon the roll of the Eastern Cherokees; but I
have a letter, written day before yesterday by the commissioner,
showing that the original claimant, John W. West and his
children, were enrolled in 1851 by the Cherokee authorities as
Western Cherokees.

I have this letter before me, but will not take the time to read
it. But aside from this, there is positive proof that J?hn w.
West was a Western Cherokee, as set out in the report of the
committee—House Report No. 820, this’ Congress—wherein the
committee says upon this point:

As to the third objection, viz, that John W. West was an Eastern
Cherokee, the record, among other things shows: The commission in
its report states that the salt deposit was discovered by Bluford West
in 1832, and traces the work done in the development of the property
down to October 30, 1843, and then adds:

“All this time John W. West was living about 2 miles from the saline
(Testimony, p, 101). -* * ¢ John did not work himself, but he
worked his two negroes, Bill and Jake. Jake was the blacksmith (Tes-
timony, Pp. 102, 117, 131-132, 134; Exhibit F). Some time in the
winter of 1841-42 Bluford West, John W. West, and David Vann came
to the hounse of Joe Vann and entered into a contract of partnership
for the purpose of operating the saline, each partner taking a third
interest (Exhibit F). * * * Political troubles having arisen, the
work upon the saline was discontinued, and the Wests were compelled,
out of regard to their own safety, to abandon the nation (Testimony,

p. 156, 102 ; Exhibits I, F2). John W. West settled in Washington
'ounty, Ark. * * * TPrior to this time [the winter of 1841-42]
the saline had been Bluford West's individoal property, but John W.
West had labored with Bluford from the beginning in helping to develop
it.” (Testimony, pp. 19, 102, 131-132, 134 ; Exhibit F.)

This is positive tcstlmong that John W. West was in the pation in
1832 and remalned until 1844, when, because of the political troubles
and out of regard to his own safety, he was compell to abandon the
natlon. As the finding of the commission is clear that he was there
in 1832, it follows, of necessity, that John W. West was a Western
Cherokee. In addition to this proof we find in the report of the com-
mission appointed in 1844 (8. Doc. 140, 28th Cong., 2d sess., pp.
41-43) positive proof that Jehn W. West was a Western Cherokee.
The following question was submitted by the commission to the Chero-
kee nuthorities :

“ Question. State the relative number and description of official sta-
tions held by the ‘old settlers' (Western Cherokees) for each year
since June, 1840." -

The answer contains a list only of the Western Chcrokees who held
office in the nation from 1839 to 1841, inclusive, in which list (]3. 43)
the name of John W. West appears. Ogmslte his name are the letters
“m. P.,” meaning ' treaty party,” which was composed of those West-
ern Cherokees who favored the treaty of 1839 between the Eastern and
Western Cherokees. In addition to this positive testimony there has
been filed with the committee the following telegram, signed by a son
of John W. West, deceased, which Is corroborative of ihe official record:

[Telegram.] .
PoruM, OKLA., May £8—-29 m.
WEBSTER BALLIXGER,

1415 G Btreet NW., Washington, D. C.:

1 only know what my father told me., He came to the Cherokee
Nation with his parents in 1830, then located near the salt well, and
in the year 15834 went back to Tennessee after his family and returned

1835.

n Joux C. WEST.

This proof your committee believes conclusively establishes that
John W. West was o Western Cherokee. No evidence has been pre-
sented to your committee by the attorney for the Cherokee Nation in
support of his statement that John W. West was an Iastern Cherckee,
except the alleged fact that ihe names of certain of the children of
John W. West were enrolled by judgment of the Court of Claims in
1910 as Eastern Cherokees. Upon this alleged evidence your committee
is asked to set aside the finding of the commission in 1883, which find-
ing was based ugon ositive evidence. This your committee declines to
do. It 1s significant in this connection that D, W. C. Duncan, the
Cherokee commissioner, who, it must be assumed. knew the facts with
reference to John W. West, never challenged or questioned the fact
that he was a Western Cherokee. But if he were, in fact, an Eastern
(herokee, your committee does not believe that fact would have
deprived the commission of jurisdiction of his claim. John W. West
aecquired an interest in the property at the commencement of the work
in 1832, and his interest was defined and recognized as a one-third
interest in the contract with his brother, Bluford, which was signed by
them in the winter of 1841-42 and before the confiscatory act of
October 30, 1843. THe did his Pal’t in the development of the property
and paid partoership debts after dispossession. Neither he nor his
heirs have ever received one cent for the property taken. The Cherokee
commissioner, D, W. C. Duncan, representing the Cherokee Natjon,
heard and considered his elaim and joined in the award. The Cherokee
Nation is therefore, by all the rules of conscience, estopped from raising
this question.

I want to say to you lawyers that I am bulwarked in the
position I take by a unanimous decision rendered by a com-
mission appointed under treaty of 1546, whereby a representa-
tive of the Cherokee Nation was appointed by the Cherokee
authorities and a representative of the United States was ap-
pointed in accordance with that treaty to hear and finally de-
termine this claim.
not necessary for me to read it
treaty provides:

The wvalue of 'all salines which were the private property of indi-
viduals of the Western Cherokees and of which they were dispossessed,

The seventh article of that

provided there be any such, shall be ascertained by the United States |

agent and a commissioner, to be appointed by the Cherokee authorities ;
and should they be unable to agree they shall select an umpire, whose
decision shall be final, and the several amounts found due shall be paid
by the Cherokee Nation or the salines returned to their respective
OWDErs,

You have the report before you and it is,

The Cherokee Nation refused, for years and years, to appoint
its commissioner. Finally the Secretary of the Interior, Mr.
Teller, whom you all know, who served as long in the United
States Senate, I think, as any other Senator, and who was a
painstaking official, decided that the Cherokee Nation had been
derelict in its duty in not appointing its commissioner, and de-
manded the immediate appointment by the nation of its com-
missioner.

Secretary Teller, in a letter to the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs dated November 27, 1882, said:

The treaty provided specifically how the value of the claims for
salines should be ascertained and settled.

This treaty provision, enacted into law, has not been complied with ;
its nonfulfillment is entirely due to the neglect of the Cherokee authori-
ties to appoint a commrission to act with the United States agent in
fixing the value of the saline.

The Cherokee Nation should follow the treatdv. ¢ * * The United
States and the Cherokee Nation are alike bound by the treaty, * * *
and to see to its fulfillment for the benefit of those whose interests are
specially involved in the provisions thereof. * * * The agent should
be instructed to advise the proper authorities of the Cherokee Nation
that he is ready to proceed under the provisions of the treaty to walue
the salines * = and to request the nation to appoint a com-
missioner to act with him, as required by the treaty, in the matter.

Pursuant to these instructions the commission was appointed,
D. W. C. Duncan being appointed by the Cherokee authorities, and
John Q. Tufts, the United States Indian agent, acting for the
United States.

The treaty required that if the two commissioners did not
agree a third, an umpire, should be chosen to determine the
difference, if there should be any. Conforming to the evidence,
both of these commissioners agreed that John W. West was
entitled to a one-third interest in this saline deposit, and a
unanimous award was made in his favor for $5,000, and the
commission suggested that as the claim was for property ac-
tually taken such reasonable rate of interest should be allowed
as would be in accord with the dictates of equity and good
conscience, the exact finding of the commission being in part
as follows:

It is the opinion of this commission that John W. West, in his life
time, and at the date of his death, was justly entitled to a one-thira
interest in the saline in question, and that by means of his death
his heirs or legal representatives have rightfully succeeded to the same,

As to who these heirs are, see testimony, page 100,

If the valuation ($15,000) approved by this commission should be
s;xs%iag%. then there will be due the heirs of John W. West the sum
ol 000,

As to the matter of interest the commission would only su t that
the claim is for property that was actuall taken, and of the use of
which the claimants and their testator have been unjustly deprived.
It would seem that some moderate rate of interest would be in accord
with the dictates of equity and good consclence.

A rehearing was asked before Secretary Teller, which was
denied. In concluding his opinion, Secretary Teller says:

I therefore decline to reconsider the decision of the department of
August 29, 1883, for the Ilmrpose of declaring that that part of the report
of the commission relating to John W. West, or his helrs, is outside
of the scope of their duties under the treaty. In the decision of
August 20, 1883, your recommendations * that the heirs of John W.
West should be left to pursue their remedy before the Cherokee au-
thorities, if they see fit, without interferemce in their behalf by the
department,” was concurred in.

It now appears by papers filed by Allen Gilbert, as attorney and
agent for the heirs of John W. West, deceased, that the claimanfs pre-
sented said claim to the Cherokee National Council held in November,
1883, egrsying for its allowance and payment; that the sald couneil
adopt a report adverse to the payment of the claim, made by a
commitiee of that body; and that said council still refuses to pay the
claim, or any part thereof. In view of these facts he claims that it
is the right of the United States Government, as a party to the treaty,
to insist on its fulfillment by the Cherokee Nation, and he therefore
prays that such steps may be taken by this department as will secure
the rights of the claimants. The treaty provided that if the United
States agent and Cherokee Commission fail to agree, * they shall select
an umpire, whose decision shall be final, and the several amounts found
due shall be paid by the Cherokee Natlon, or the salines returned to
their respective owners.”

The Cherokee Nation has not only failed but refuses to comply with
the terms of the treaty. 'There are no funds to the credit of the
Cherokee Nation out of which this department can orde;egayment of the
amount elalmed by the heirs of John W. West, deceased, and as it is
therefore not considered within the power of this department to
enforce payment of the claim without special legislation by Congress
thg;-efor, the matter should be presented to the Congress for appropriate
action.

In order to do this you will prepare and submit the necessary papers
in proper form to be laid before Congress at the approaching session.

Succeeding Secretary Teller was Secretary Lamar, whom you
all knew of, than whom there was never a more efficient Sec-
retary of the Interior. No more painstaking lawyer ever served
upon the Supreme Bench of the United States. He heard this
case and also confirmed and approved the findings of this com-
mission. Conecluding his decision, Secretary Lamar says:

No new evidence has been presented since the decision of September
16, 1884. The hearing took place on 22d and 23d instant, and all the
matters stated in argument by the attorneys and counsel have been
carefully considered, and the conclusion reached is that no good and suffi-
cient reason has been shown for disturbing the decision on the claim
of August 20, 1883, reaflirmed by decision of September 16, 1884,
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On the other hand, it is made more clenurnl{ to a?pes.r that the action
already had on the case was rltgaht and j Bills hav! been intro-
duced in the present Congress (8. 2048, H. R. T499) for

the heirs of John W. West, deceased, and sent to the department b
the Senate and House Committees on Indian affairs for reports, and this
day referred to your office, tggn are hereby instructed to prepare and
submit to this department information called for to be forwarded
to those committees.

Now, what else do you want? The only authority fixed by
the treaty of 1846, the commission, unanimously found in favor
of Johm W. West for $5,000. That decision was reviewed by
Secretary Teller and reopened by Secretary Lamar, and the
findings of the commission were in all respects reaffirmed by
both Secretaries.

‘8o I say if you will only get the cobwebs away from your
eyes and look at this thing from a legal standpoint you will see
that the opposition to this claim has not one leg to stand upon.

There is much testimony. All these people are dead. We had
to go back many years to find what the testimony was in exam-
ining not only into the ownership but the value of this saline
deposit. The commission in its finding says:

At this time—

Speaking of the time when this well was being operated—
John W. West was living about 2 miles from the saline.

The commission refers to the testimony, page 101, which is
within the call of any Member of this House.
Bluford West was living on the saline premises,

The commission again refers to the testimony, giving the page.

At this time the work was carried on by the joint labor of the entire
West family, John, Bluford, and Ezekiel. John did not work himself,
butml!lie worked his two negroes, Bill and Jake. Jake was the black-
sm

And if you will observe the minority report, it refers to the
fact that when this commission went there and made this ex-
amination they talked with the blacksmith, who said that they
had been working upon this saline deposit for about three years.

Some time during the winter of 1841 Bluford West, John W. West,
and David Vann came to the house of Joe Vann and entered into a
contract of partnership for the purpose of operating the sallne, each
partner taking a third interest.

Now, gentlemen, bear in mind that this testimony is uncontra-
dicted from any source whatever. If they went into a partmer-
ship, each pariner having a third interest, John W. West had a
third interest. It turned out afterwards that Vann purchased
the kettles with which to carry on the work, but afterwards
withdrew from the firm. That would seem as if it left John W.
West and Bluford West one-half interest each, but that claim is
not made here. We are still claiming that he only had a one-
third interest. Yet the testimony is sufficient to lay the founda-
tion for a claim that he was entitled to one-half instead of one-
third.

It seems David Vann purchased the kettles with which to carry on
the work, but he withdrew from the firm (Exhibit F); and political
troubles having arisen, the work npon the saline was discontinued, and
the Wests were compelled, out of regard to their own safety, to abandon
the nation. (Testimony, pp. 102, 156; Exhibit I. F. 2.& John W.
West settled iIn Washington Count;.v Ark. Bluford West left his famil
on the saline place and went to Washington, D. C., on business, an
there, in 1844 or perhaps in 1845, died. (Testimony, p. 12; Exhibit
I. F.) Nancy West, widow, remained on the saline ?mmises till 1850,
and then voluntarily abandoned the place because of the decay of the
improvements. (Testimony, E) 23.) In 1849 the witness B. W. Alberty
and his brother, William Alberty, attempted to work the saline, but
being admonished that it was national property they desisted.

I do not know what purpose the Assistant Secretary had in
bringing Alberty into the case in the letter that was read by
the chairman of the committee, because that does not pertain
to this elaim in any way whatever. That was the claim that
they sought to make afterwards, after the claim had been
abandoned by the Wests.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, he simply claimed to
be an heir of John W. West, and our contention is that John
W. West was an Eastern Cherokee and was not entitled to
anything whatever.

Mr, RUCKER of Colorado. I have not seen any record what-
ever that he claimed to be any heir of West. He did not enter
upon these premises by reason of any heirship, but he went
there for the purpose of inaungurating a new claim upon this
saline. As to this question, whether he was a Western Cherokee
or an Eastern Cherokee, the Secretary disposes of the matter,
as any lawyer, in my judgment, would, by this statement:

The preamble of the treaty of 1840 sets out that “ whereas serious
difficulties have for a considerable time existed between the different
portions of people constituting and recognized as the Cherokee Nation
of Indians, which it is desirable should be speedily settled, so that peace
and harmony may be restored among them."”

No violence is done to the terms of the treaty by entertaining a claim
of any Cherokee Indian to an interest in one of said salines, when such
interest was acquired from a Western Cherokee. Such a claim is con-
sidered as fairly and reasomably provided for by the treaty.

I take it that any lawyer would say that a purchaser from a
Western Cherokee, even though the purchaser were an Eastern

Cherokee, would get the title that the Western Cherokee had,
even though, as I say, he had been an Eastern Cherokee, which
is a disputed fact, because it appears from all of this testimony
that these people went there about the same time. John W,
West went back to Tennessee, and was gone about a year. He
went there to bring out his family, and by reason of his ab-
sence it might have been supposed that he was not a Western
Cherokee. However that may be, as I say, it is a fundamental
proposition of law that whoever has the title may dispose of
it to whomsoever he will, and that title will become good, even
though the treaty provided that the Western Cherokees should
only be the beneficiaries; and so the Secretary of the Interior,
Justice Lamar, used that language in discussing and disposing
of the question whether this man was a Western or an Eastern
Cherokee.

Here is the proposition: Here is a solemn treaty entered
into between the United States and the Cherokee Nation, the
provisions of which could not be deviated from. The carrying
out of these provisions must accord with the treaty, and the
treaty provided that the Cherokee Nation should appoint a
commissioner and the United States should appoint a commis-
sioner, and should they disagree there should be a third—an
umpire—whose decision should be final. It never came to the
umpire, because both of these commissioners not only agreed
that John W. West had a one-third interest in this claim, but
they agreed that it was worth $5,000. That was the only
forum these parties could go to. It was the only settlement.
The Government of the United States is a trustee for the pur-
pose of carrying out the terms of this treaty. It has done all
in its power to earry it out. It has demanded on two occasions
that the Cherokee Nation should conform to the terms of the
treaty and appoint its commissioner; and finally that was done;
and finally these commissioners agreed upon it, and then it was
taken to the Secretary of the Interior for review, and two Sec-
retaries of the Interior, one in two decisions and another in one,
confirmed the report of these commissioners. How are yon
going to get away from that proposition? Where is there any
answer to it?-

. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Certainly.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that the Chero-
kee Nation, through its council, paid to West's brother, Bluford
West, $12,000 in full payment of this entire claim, for the
whole West family, and did they not accept that; and is it not
a fact that John W. West during his lifetime never did make
this claim, but that his heirs did it since his death?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is the record.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No; that is not the record. I
want to say to the distinguished chairman. of the committee,
the claim that Mrs. Markham, the widow of Bluford West,
made was for Bluford West's interests, and she made it as ad-
ministratrix of the estate of Bluford West. Having made it
as administratrix, John W. West’'s claim could not possibly
have been brought before that tribunal as a eclaim, because
she made it as administratrix, and here is the testimony that
upon a solemn occasion a tripartite agreement was made be-
tween David Vann, Bluford West, and John W. West, divid-
ing this saline into three parts, each taking a third, and there
is not a particle of evidence in the record to the contrary. I
agree that Mrs. Markham got $12,000 for her inferest, but she
got that with reference not only to her saline interest, but for
the improvements upon this place, whereas John W. West had
no improvements upon his claim. It was upon the claim of
Bluford West. He had no claim, no personal property there.
His sole interest was an interest in the saline, and it was a
one-third interest, and that is all that he has ever been asking
for. So I disagree entirely with the chairman that $12,000 was
paid in full settlement of all the claims of Nancy Markham,
sole heir and administratrix of the estate of Bluford West.

It was paid in full settlement of all the claims of Bluford
West. It was paid to her as administratrix and not otherwise.
Upon this point the commission found:

The ground taken by the claimant in this case is highly abstract and
technical—the legal distinction between personal and representative
character—between Nancy Markham and Nanecy Markham, adminis-
tratrix. It is not only technical, but in fact erroneous; for if Bluford
West, testator, was dispossessed in 1843, the property taken vested
at once in the estate, and at his death, in 1845, there was nothing to
descend to Mrs. Markham, as heir, but an claim for damages,
entire in law, indivisible. Hence her attempt to divide this
one cause of action into two, from motives of policy, basing the dis-
tinction solely upon a modification of the claimant’s name, has no
foundation in reason or law, and should not, we think, be countenanced
in a tribunal of justice.

But there is no one to explain these legal nicetles to these non-
professional members of the couneil. And when we reflect that many
of them were full-blooded Indians, unable to speak or understand the




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

9899

English language (testimony, pp. 75, 55), without any means of know-
ing the nature of the business before the house except through the
hasty transiation by an interpreter, we can easily see how these men
might be led to believe they were appropriating the $12,000 to pay
the whole claim in full, notwithstanding there was before them an
“ {temized account' that left the saline out.

But the claimant has not always been inconsistent in this respect.
Bhe had wgrevlously been in the habit of proceedlnq in her own name
for the ole elaim, including both the *“ homestead ” and the * saline.”
(Exhibit B, testimony, p. 128.) That the members of the couneil
should presume that, in this instance also, she w#s proceeding in the
game way (for both * homestead™ and “ saline™) is perfectly natural
and reasonable.

From the evidence before them, the commission is satisfied that at
the time the $12,000 was appropriated it was the prevailing and
eandid impression in th the executive and legislative departments
of the Cherokee government that it was in full payment of all demands
whatsoever and that the claimant’s attorneys were cognizant of the
fact that it was so understood and ostensibly acqulesced In and en-
couraged that impression. To hold now that the settlement was any-
thing less than final would be to encourage sharp inaction and effectuate
a fraud upon the nation,

It is the nPlnion of the eommission that the settlement was a com-
promise of all clalms and that now there {s nothing due to Mrs. Naney
Markham, administratrix, from the nation.

Notice that this related to the claim of Mrs. Markham only
and has nothing to do with the claim of John W. West.

Immediately following the above is the finding in favor of
the heirs of John W. West. The two claims were at all times
treated and considered by the Cherokee Nation, the commission,
and the department as separate and distinet claims.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that John W.
West lived in that vicinity all of his life, that he died in 18GS,
and was aware that this woman was pursuing her claim both
before the legislative body of the Indians and before these com-
mjssioners, and if he had any interest why did he not present
the claim himself? Why wait until 18827

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That statement is not correet.
Upon this point the commission found:

In 1849 the present claimant, Mrs. Nancy Markham, herself filed a
“ memorial " before R. C. 8. Broson, United States Indian agent, claim-
ing this same property, in which she admits in the most solemn manner
that her husband, Bluford West, in his lifetime had conveyed a one-
third interest in the saline to John W. West. (Exhibit B.)

As a circumstance bearing upon this point, it seems that John W.
West has been a coclaimant of this ine from the earliest times,
along with his brother Bluford. In 1845 he went to Washington in
the Interest of his claim. (Exhibits I, Q, R.) o . West assisted,
through Joel M. Br{}:ﬂ. in getting the seventh article inserted in the
treaty of 1846 in the interest of this claim. (Exhibit A; testimony,
p. 116, 117, 119, 160, 120.) John W. West but a few hours before
Ee dled spoke to his son, William M. West, about his interest in this
saline. ({?estlmony, p. 103.) He paid partnership debts after the dis-
possession. (Testimony, p. 156.)

Again, the commission says:

After the close of the war Mrs. Naney Markbam renewed the prose-
cution of her claim, and on November 8, 1866, she presented her peti-
tion before the national council, claiming $10,000 for the saline pro
erty. (Testimony, p. 128.) This effort proved a failure, but in 1873
she again presented her claim; C. N. Vann, W. P. Adair, and Joel AL
Bryan were her attorneys. (Testimony, pp. 59, 153. 155.) Adair was
a Member of the Senate. (Testimony, p. 67.) 8. H. Benge was help-
ing Mrs. Markham. ('1‘estlmoa¥. E 16.) At the same time the heirs
of John W. West were present looking after their interest in the same
saline property. (Testimony, pp. 16, 10.’;.@’ They were represented b
Joab Scales and Perry Brewer. At this time Mrs. Markham obtain
an appropriation of $12,000. (Exhibit X.) The heirs of John W.
West failed to get anything, and as yet have received nothing. (Testi-
mony, p. 104, answer to interrogatory 22.)

So that it is clear that John W. West during his life prose-

cuted his claim with diligence; that during his life Mrs. Mark-
ham recognized his interest, and that after his death his heirs
did all they could to secure payment. This should eliminate in
the mind of every lawyer that there was either laches or negli-
gence on the part of the claimant. Mrs, Markham's claim was
confounded with an interest in the saline as well as the im-
provements upon the claim. The treaty of 1846 had nothing to
do with the improvements. That had reference to the settle-
ment for the saline, and when Mrs. Markham went before the
council and presented her claim she confounded the two in-
terests and asserted a claim for both. One was for an interest
in the saline and the other was for personal property. That is
how it eame.

I want to say that it is true that John W. West died in 1868,
but he was exiled from the Territory for a number of years
before that, and not only that—and I desire to call this particu-
larly to the attention of my brother lawyers—but the only pos-
sible forum, that provided for in the treaty, whereby he or any
other owner of a saline claim eould go, was this tribunal, made
up of a commissioner of the Cherokee Nation and a commis-
sioner of the United States, and that tribunal was never ap-
pointed until 1883. I will say to the gentleman he should
know that the heirs of John W. West did put in their elaim
to the Cherokee council. Why did the council refuse to recog-

nize the claim? Because it was not the forum provided for in
the treaty.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman desire an
answer to that guestion?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was because John W. West
was an Eastern Cherokee and was not entitled to anything what-
i\'er under that treaty, and that is the main ground of defense

ere.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad now
to run the chairman down to the last hole.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And the gentleman will admit
this also, that these Eastern Cherokees, he and his heirs, have
received funds as Eastern Cherokees and are cut off entirely
from anything as Western Cherokees, and that will be found
among the records here. Mr. Miller is the man who distributed
the Eastern Cherokee funds, and he states that the heirs of John
W. West were Eastern Cherokees and had received funds from
him in that way. Hence he could not have been a Western
Cherokee.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, Mr. Speaker, the chair-
man of as big a committee as the Committee on Indian Affairs
will not undertake, I know, to deceive this House, but it is by
way of deception. There is no relationship whatever between
the distribution of the judgment of the Court of Claims and
this claim. There is absolutely no relationship whatever be-
tween the two. The gentleman speaks about a letter wherein
it says that a “ John” West and his children were enrolled in
1851 as Eastern Cherokees. That roll does not contain the
name of **John W.” West. Now, I have a letter of date of
July 22 from the clerk of the Court of Claims, in which he says:

I beg to advise you that the roll of old settlers, of Western Chero-
kees, made in 1851 and filed in the Court of Claims January 10, 1910,
contains, among others, the following names of old settlers from the
western district.

Then follows Laura West, Ruth Wést, John West, Robert
West, Jane West, Tallaguah district, Cherokee Nation, group
37. Now, those are the children of John W. West, so in 1851
they were counted as Western Cherokees, and I do not deny
what the chairman has said, that Guyon Miller says that they
were upon the other roll, but they were upon both rolls, and
therefore that does not account for anything but——

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think
if they had been on both rolls and received pay both ways they
ought to be satisfied.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Why, I have said to the gentle-
man that the drawing of pay in the one way or the other
has nothing whatever to do with this claim. The two are not
associated together. Now, does the gentleman for one moment
say that because they drew their allotment or drew the stipend
from the ome or the other that that has any effect whatever
upon this elaim? Answer that question.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they drew their stipend as
Eastern Cherokees, then they ought not to be permitted to go
along and claim that because they were Western Cherokees
they were entitled to this saline. There is such a thing as an
estoppel among the Indians as well as white men.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Then I understand the gentle-
man does not put it upon the ground that because they drew
the money by reason of their descent on their mother’s side from
Eastern Cherckees, but upon the distinction of their being
Eastern or Western Cherokees?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they are Eastern Cherokees,
they are not entitled to anything in these salt works.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I have produced here a letter
that is of equal credence to the letter the gentleman produced
where they are put down as Western Cherokees or old settlers.
Now, one is an offset to the other. But aside from that there
is positive proof contained in the report of the committee that
John W. West was a Western Cherokee, and there is no evidence,
either circumstantial or positive, to be produced to the contrary.
All that, however, reminds me to refer again, and I want every
lawyer in this House to bear that in mind, that it does not
make a particle of difference whether they were Eastern or
Western Cherokees, yet if we believe the uncontradicted testi-
mony here in that respect it is satisfactorily shown that they
are Western Cherokees.

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Certainly.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I have been interested in the
gentleman's argument. It seems to me that there is another
proposition, and I do not know whether the gentleman has
discussed it or not, and that is the question of estoppel in regard
to whether John W. West or his estate or his heirs are entitled
to the sum which the gentleman claims. I understand that
$12,000 was paid to the heirs of his brother, Bluford West, in
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full settlement for improvements on these works. Now, I
understand also that the heirs of Bluford West began the prose-
cution of their claim in 1843, that it was not settled until 1873,
that John W. West was living in 1868; that he, and his heirs
at his death, sat by and saw this sum paid to the heirs of
Bluford West and this claim was not put in and no mention
was made of any claim until 1882 or 1883. Now, it seems to me
that, taking that state of facts, the question of estoppel would
arise ns to whether they can come in and ask to collect again
for the same thing.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I see the confusion in my friend's
mind. I have stated that Bluford West's widow made a claim
for the improvements in the saline which she made to the
Cherokee conncil and she got $12,000 and which she got as
administratrix of her husband, but that has nothing to do with
this claim. Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman
to the record here. This claim was asserted by John W. West
when the property was taken. He came to Washington in
1845-6 and assisted in securing the inclusion of article 7 in
the treaty of 1846, for the creation of a commission to adjudi-
cate the claim. In 1849 Mrs. Markham acknowledged the
interest of John W. West in the property by a memorial duly
recorded in the office of the United States Indian agent for this
tribe. The claim was presented to the Cherokee council for
payment and no action taken on it because, at least in part,
the treaty had provided another fribunal in which it was to be
determined. The members of that tribunal were not appointed
until 1882, because of the refusal of the nation until that time
to appoint its commissioner, at which time John W. West was
dead ; but the claim was presented by his heirs to that tribunal
in seasonable time, by it considered, and an award regulariy
made, all of which appears in the findings of the commission.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Does the record show that the
claim made by the administratrix of Bluford West was a
claim which he owned sentire by himself or was he only claim-
ing a part of the property?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not only that, but if the gentle-
man will permit, she states she never heard of John West when
she prosecuted her case before the Cherokee council. You will
find that in the evidence.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The distinguished chairman of
the Indian Committee will certainly not stop with that state-
ment.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is there anyway.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman knows she made
an affidavit in 1849, and while John W. West was alive, in which
she stated that John W. West had a third interest in this
claim. After his death she contradieted that affidavit, but she
did make an affidavit that John W. West entered in a contract
with her husband, Bluford West, and acquired a one-third
interest in this claim.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Now, if the gentleman will pardon
me, the point I want to get at is this, whether or not the
Cherokee Nation, in making a settlement for the improvements
to this property, and so forth, settled with the idea that thé
$12,000 paid for all the improvements and the entire work, in
other words everything that was to be paid for, or whether they
paid it with the idea that it was only for a two-thirds interest
in the property.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Well now, the genfleman is a
Jawyer, and he must take the documentary evidence and de-
termine what it amounts to.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I was asking the gentleman for
information; I know nothing myself.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I say the record shows she set-
tled as administratrix of her husband for $12,000 and then came
in afterwards and put in another claim for so much more. The
nation could not have considered the $12,000 paid her as a pay-
ment in full for the property, for at the time the payment was
made to Mrs. Farkham the claim of the heirs of John W. West
was pending before the Cherokee council, and no action was
taken on it. The settlement was for her interest alone as sole
heir and administratrix of the estate of Bluford West, and the
commission so found, and had no connection whatever with the
claim of John W. West.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not remember. I very often
introduce bills by request. I do not remember of having intro-
duced either one of these bills.

AMr. RUCKER of Colorado. I find you did not introduce this
bill by request in 1909, which is a copy of my bill, and there has
not been anything changed in the record. The record was there
then, as it is now, and I do not believe the gentleman from
Texas is in the habit of introducing bills simply to build up a
record of the number of bills that he introduces in the House.
I believe that he must have examined into the merits of this
claim when he introduced this bill in 1909,

-

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The bill came up for discussion in
1911, last year, which was the first time that I ever went into
it, and I was satisfied there was nothing in it then.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, I want to say, Mr. Speaker,
in conclusion, that I am bulwarked by the opinion of two of the
ablest Secretaries of the Interior that ever occupied that office,
one of them having served upon the Supreme Bench of the
United States.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Somebody told me that I had five
minutes more. .

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, my under-
standing of the time was that we were to conclude at five min-
utes after 1 p. m The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
used about five minutes, and I do not see how the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. Rucker] could have consumed 45 minntes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RuckEer]
has one minute more. The Chair was going by the wrong clock.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a letter
from the Secretary of which the distinguished chairman did not
read the whole. I would like to just put in a few of the things
that he did not read. It says:

RELIEF OF HEIERS OF JOHN W. WEST,

Amendment No. 91, ipaf,-,w.' 35, beginning with line 7, authorizes the
Secretary of the Interfor to pay $5,000 to the administrator of the
estate of John W. West, together with interest thereon at the rate
of 6 per cent per annum from September 16, 1884, in full payment
of the award made by the commission appointed pursuant to the au-
thority contained in the seventh article of the treaty with the Chero-
kees, promulgated August 17, 1846, and which award was approved
by the Secretary of the Interior September 16, 1884, and s}:xce re-
affirmed. This claim has pending before the department, this
office, and Canﬁmss for a great many years. It has been carefully
investigated and reconsidered a number of times. D. W. C. Duncan,
commissioner on the part of the Cherokee Nation, and J. Q. Tufts,
United States Indian agent, appointed pursuant to the seventh article
of the treaty of 1846, reported in favor of the claim of the helrs.of
John W. West in the sum of $5,000, together with a * moderate rate
of interest” thereom.

The department during the last 25 dyears has made a number of
reports on the claim in question. The department, in its report dated
December 26, 1911, said that “in view of the history of this claim,
the action heretofore had thereon, and the long delay In.the prosecu-
tion thereof,” it would not be Sustlﬁeﬂ in recommending the passage
of H. R. 65644, The award made by Messrs. Duncan and Tufts, rep-
resentatives of the Cherokee Nation and the Government, were re-
consldered by both Secretaries Teller and Lamar, and in their letters,
dated September 16, 1884, and April 26, 1856. respectively, they
both declined to take action to disturh the decisions theretofore
rendered in favor of the claim. It ag: ears that the House Committee
on Indian Affairs, in Report No. B2U, Bixty-second Congress, second
gesslon, under date of June 1, 1912, recommended that the claim of
the heirs of Johm W. West be paild. A minority reEort was filled by
seven members of the House committee, signed by Chairman BStephens
and others, found in Report No. 820, part 2, Sixty-second Conﬁress.
second session, recommendin

agalnst the payment of the claim.
The Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, in report dated May 7, 1012,

No. 706, Sixty-second Congress, second n, recom unani-
mously in favor of the claim, and adopted the ms]orltér report of
the House Committee on Indian Affairs. The House and Senate re-
Burts herein referred to contain a complete history of the claim of the
eirs of John W. West, and attention is invited to these reports, with
the view of such action being taken on Benate amendment
the conferees and
premises.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I would like three
minutes more.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas.
minutes more out of our time.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. As I have said, I was sustained
by two Secretaries of the Interior, and I have been sustained
by three reports made by the Senate, the last one being an
exact copy of the report that is now upon your desks. And in
addition to that I want to say that there is only one time
when this claim has been disapproved, and that was in the
Sixty-first Congress. I am sorry that my friend from Oklahoma
[Mr., McGuige] is not here. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Kexparrn] ought to bear some testimony upon that. The gentle-
man from New York, Mr. Young, whom we all know as a
distinguished ex-Member, was a member of the subcommittee
having charge of the bill, and I would like fo call upon any one
member of that subcommittee that ever saw that report that
was presented by the distingunished gentleman from DBrooklyn.
He did not prepare the report, and its authorship has at all
times been kept a profound secret. Yet it has been repeatedly
stated on the floor of this House that that report received
careful consideration at the hands of the committee. Some one
prepared it and gave it to its alleged author, and in the absence
from the city of the other members of the subcommittee it was
presented to the full committee and acted upon without any
member of the committee knowing the facts. This is the care-
ful consideration of this matter to which repeated reference is
made by those who signed the minority report.

Objection is made to this provision on the ground that it is
a private claim on an appropriation bill. 'When understood, this

No. 91 as
the Congress may deem just and proper in the

I yield to the gentleman three
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objection is not sound. This claim arises out of a treaty stipu-
lation and was adjudicated by a tribunal specially created by
article 7 of the treaty of 1846, and the treaty provided that the
award should be final and should be paid by the Cherokee
Nation. This bill to which it has been added as an amendment
is “A bill making appropriations for the current and contingent
expenses of the Burean of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes.”
As the payment of this award is a fulfillment of a treaty stipu-
lation the amendment was a proper amendment to this bill
and woulg not be subject to a point of order under the rules of
this House.

The United States was a party to this treaty. It guaranteed
fulfillment of the treaty provisions. The commission was ap-
pointed pursuant to the terms of the treaty. The award was
regularly made. By the terms of the treaty it was a finality.
The Government of the United States can not now shirk its re-
sponsibility, particularly as two Secretaries of the Interior—
the officer of this Government whose duty it is to supervise
such matters, and men whose legal ability and fairness all men
must concede—examined into the award with care and approved
it in all respeects. If such an award had been made in favor of
a citizen of this country against a foreign government we would
have sent our Navy, if necessary, to have enforced payment.
Because the award is against an Indian nation or tribe is no
reason why the Government of the United States should shirk
its responsibility and place itself in the position of repudiating
its solemn treaty agreements. The Government of the United
States is in honor bound to see that this award is paid.

There has been no negligence on the part of the claimants in
prosecuting their claim. They are not in fault. The sole and
only reason this claim has not been paid heretofore is that for
the past 30 years the Cherokee Nation has had its attorney on
an annual salary and expenses here, who has lobbied before
Congress and prevented the enactment of legislation providing
for the payment of this award. These claimants were unable
to maintain an attorney here to prosecute their claim, and in
common fairness they should not have been expected to have
done so. When the award was made the duty devolved entirely
upon the Government of the United States to see to it that it
was paid, and it would have been paid long ago had it not been
for the presence in this city, session after session of Congress, of
the attorney for the Cherokee Nation.

The interest provided for is less than half the amount recom-
mended by the commission. It dates only from the date the
award was approved by the Secretary of the Interior and is at
the same rate the Government has allowed the Cherokee Nation
for its funds on deposit in the Treasury of the United States.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-

ired.

y Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke].

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I suggest, inasmuch as the
time is about half of what has been yielded by the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. Rucker], the gentleman from Illinois con-
sume his time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manxx]
is recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of appropria-
tion bills, which originate in the House, the House is severely
handieapped by the procedure which now prevails. We pass an
appropriation bill after consideration in Committee of the
Whole, where every item is scanned and may be discussed and
amended. We send that bill to the Senate, where every item in
the House bill is subject to inspection, discussion, and amend-
ment by the Senate. Thereupon the Senate adds such amend-
ments as it chooses, sends them over to the House, where, with-
out any consideration at all, they are usually sent to conference,
and generally, without receiving much consideration in confer-
ence, owing to the lack of time, some agreed to and some dis-
agreed to—some meritorious ones agreed to, some meritorious
ones disagreed to, some without merit disagreed to, and some
without merit agreed to—in the form of a compromise. And it
seems to have become the habit in the distinguished body at
the other end of the Capitol to add a great many amendments
to House appropriation bills which are subject to eriticism.
Gentlemen who have claims or other propositions without much
merit and who fear the discussion in the daylight which appears
in the House upon the consideration of bills go over to the Sen-
ate and urge that amendments may be inserted with the under-
standing that they can not become a law unless agreed to in
conference.

And through that method of persnasion a great many amend-
ments are agreed to in the Senate which would not be agreed
to there if they were considered as final, and would not be

angeed to in the House if they were ever considered in the
ouse.

The Indian appropriation bill seems to be the pet place for
the Senate to add amendments. We have read in recent months
some statements which were reported to emanate from distin-
guished gentlemen in the other legislative body about how the
House was adding legislative provisions to appropriation bills,
and yet this Indian appropriation bill now before us is filled
with legislative provisions and with claims, none of which
ought to be in order under the rules either of the House or of
the Senate and which have no proper place in an appropriation
bill at all

In the very limited time which I have, I can not diseuss all
of the Senate amendments, and can only make a number of
references to a few of them. Amendment 33 provides for an
appropriation of water for the irrigation of approximately
150,000 acres of land and the maintenance of a public plant, and
so forth, in connection with irrigation purposes on the Colorado
River. If such a project is to be entered into, it ought to be
considered by the House. There were some propositions of the
sort before the House, and the House, with the knowledge it
had before it, did not incorporate them. That proposition has
no proper place in this bill without consideration by the House,
which it can not obtain.

Here is another amendment, providing for the purchase of a
sawmill and logging equipment

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the number of that
amendment?

Mr, MANN. No. 57. It is a scheme which ought not to be
entered upon withount knowledge on the part of the House that
it is engaging in that kind of a business enterprise.

I shall not take time to discuss the amendment which has
been discussed by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER],
the John W. West claim amendment, which is a pure claim, in
my judgment, without any merit whatever of its own, and I
have examined all of the papers in connection with the matter
which I have been able to obtain, and they are quite numerous.
But the claim, whether meritorious or not meritorious, has no
proper place in an Indian appropriation bill. A bill providing
for this claim is on the Private Calendar, where it may be con-
sidered. It has no place in an appropriation bill.

Here is an amendment, numbered 105, providing for the con-
struction of a sanitary sewer system for a little park down at
Platt, Okla., $35,000. I do not know; we may be starting in to
install sanitary sewer systems in all of the parks and forests of
the country. What earthly use is there for a sanitary sewer
system, or any other kind of a sewer system, in this little park
to be constructed by the General Government?

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman tell us what
that has to do with Indian affairs—the sewer system that he
speaks of ?

Mr. MANN. Well, it is down in the old Indian country.

Mr. SIMS. It used to be in the old Indian country.

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps it is because it is in a place where
the Indians used to live.

Mr. MANN. I recall that a year or two ago an item of this
kind was offered on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and the
gentleman from Oklahoma, most concerned in it, voluntarily
allowed it to go out. Now we have it here as an item in the
Indian appropriation bill.

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose it is inserted here because it hap-
pened to cross an old Indian trail.

Mr. MANN. No; the gentleman is mistaken. The reason
why they inserted it here is because they think they have more
influence on the conferees.

Here are two items, Nos. 111 and 112. One provides for
the payment of $41,000 to the Indian, Okemah, trustee of the
Kickapoo community in Mexico, and the purpose of the amend-
ment is purely and simply to permit the payment of the $41,000
to an attorney for claimed attorney's fees,

Mr. CARTER. What number is that?

Mr. MANN. That is No. 111. Here is No. 112, which pro-
vides for the deposit in the First National Bank of Douglas,’
Ariz., of all moneys known as lease money now on deposit with
or in any manner under the control of the agents and officers
of the Interior Department for various Indians, and the receipt
by such bank for any such money shall operate as the receipt
of the Indian owner and as a complete release of all liability
on the part of the officer paying leased money as hereiﬂ
directed; no insinuation, even, that the bank shall turn it over
to the Indians, and the purpose is to pay it to the bank in
order that the bank may pay it to an attorney. No intention
that a cent of it shall ever get into the hands of any Indian;
to take the receipt of the bank as the receipt of the Indian and
then propose to turn it over to somebody else. The amendment




9902

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Jurny 30,

in its form is scandalous and its intent is fraudulent. [Ap-
plause.]

I have not the time to discuss No. 137, proposing a scheme
of $1,800,000 in reference to reclamation and irrigation work
in the Yakima Indian Reservation, but if such a plan is to be
entered upon it ought to be entered upon after consideration
by the House and not merely by a Senate amendment agreed
to as a trade in conference. There are a whole lot of other
amendments relating to the same proposition which I do not
have time to discuss.

I shall not take the time to go over again the proposition
that was discussed here the other day on the deficiency bill, to
pay a judgment of $3,805,257.190, which reeks with scandal from
the beginning to the point that it now has reached. Probably
the scandal has not ceased there.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, What is the number of that?

Mr. MANN. Obh, that is the Ute matter. I do not want the
gentleman to think that the only amendments that I object to
are those that I am speaking about, because I do not have the
time to take them all in.

There is another amendment here, No. 117, providing for
the payment of a lot of money to various Indians of the Tilla-
mook Tribe, in Oregon, and various other Indian tribes, and, if
they are dead, to their heirs.

And the meat in the coconut is this provision of the amend-
ment, that the Secretary of the Inferior shall find and investi-
gate what attorney or attorneys, if any, have rendered services
for or on behalf of said Indians, and shall fix a reasonable
compensation to be paid to said attorney or attorneys for their
services in prosecuting the claims of said Indians.

Every old attorney in town who, through some open or secret
connection, is able to get some inside or public information
concerning some old Indian claim or treaty, thereupon proceeds
to render services, or claims to render services. Then he wants
to be paid. I received from a gentleman in town this morning

a letter in reference to a statement I made the other day that

in the Ute Indian matter the main services rendered by the
attorneys were lobbying in Congress. This gentleman denied
that. 1 do not Imow from personal knowledge whether that
statement was correct or not, but the Court of Claims, in allow-
ing the compensation, stated that the man’s principal services
had been lobbying in Congress.

I am opposed, now and at all times, to the payment of these
exorbitant, seandalous claims of attorneys for lobbying with
committees or with Members of Congress. I think it ought to
be stopped and not encouraged. I hope that if this bill goes to
conference the House conferees will have the judgment and the
nerve to say, “ We will not agree to these amendments which
have been placed upon this appropriation bill.” [Applause.]
~ Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. Burke] such time as he desires.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. How much time has the
gentleman from Texas remaining, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. He has 22 minutes left.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask

that I be notified when I have spoken for seven minutes.
I wonld like to follow up the last statement made by the
gentleman from Illinois, in which he said that he hoped that
‘the House conferees would see that certain amendments to this
bill are eliminated in conference, by stating that the House will
have an opportunity in 22 minutes to express itself on one
proposition that is in the bill—that is, a private claim—because
a motion will be made to copcur in the amendment of the Senate
providing for its payment.

I am not going to discuss the merits of this claim, which is
the John W. West claim, which was so earnestly and ab'y dis-
cussed by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Ruck: :]. I
simply want to eall the attention of the House to the fact that
it is a private claim; that it dates back to the year 1343 or
1845; that it was carefully considered by the Committee on
Indian Affairs in the last Congress, and a unanimous report
made against it; that it was considered by the Committee on
Indian Affairs in the present session of Congress and a favor-
able report made thereon, with seven members of the committee,
including the chairman, filing minority views.

The bill is upon the Private Calendar of the House. I pre-
sume it will be considered during this Congress. There will
then be an opportunity to discuss the merits of the measure.
The proposition for us to consider at this time is whether or
not the House will conenr in such an amendment on an appro-
priation bill, it being a private claim.

Mr. Speaker, there is much in what the gentleman from Illi-
nols has said relative to provisions that have been incorporated
in the Indian appropriation bill—that were put in after the

bill left the House and agreed to in conference. We have one
instance where an attorney’s fee was paid which amounted -to
$§750,000. The authority for collecting such a fee wuas incor-
porated in an Indian appropriation bill in another legislative
body and agreed to in conference,

We djscussed on Saturday last the matter of paying a judg-
ment in favor of the Ute Indians, wherein it appeared that an
attorney’s fee had been paid aggregating, in round numbers,
$211,000. Before the judgment was entered the Indians had
$1,250,000 and were receiving annually $50,000, being 4 per
cent interest on that amount. At the present time the Indians
have nothing but a judgment, and that the House tFefused to
appropriate for, but the attorneys have received $211,000. The
Indiaus have lost their income. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MANN] says it reeks of fraud and scandal, and I agree with
the gentleman; but I want to say in reference to that matter
and others that he may have had in his mind when he made that
statement, that the House is responsible, because the House has
consented to agree to conference reports containing provisions
that made such seandal possible.

I say we have an opportunity at the present moment to dis-
agree to an amendment of the Senate that proposes to pay one
of these old, stale, outlawed claims that does not belong on the
Indian appropriation bill, and therefore it is not necessary for
me to discuss the merits of that measure. Let the conferees
go from the House with all of the amendments disagreed to,
of which there are 156, and let the conferees determine whether
or not they will concur in this or any other amendment. I do
not think the House need have any fears about what the attitude
of the conferees on the part of the House will be, so far as this
amendment is concerned, upon which the gentleman from Colo-
rado will make a motion to concur. I hope his motion will be
voted down; that the House will disagree to all of the amend-
ments of the Senate and ask for a conference. j

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from
Oklahoma [Mr. CarTER] five minutes.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I shall consume
more than about one minute. I just want to make this refer-
ence to the claim of John W. West. I do not care to go into
the merits of this claim any further than to repeat what has
been so well said by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
BurkEk], to wit, that there is already a bill on the calendar pro-
viding for the payment of this claim.

There was some dissension about reporting the bill favorably
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. The chairman of the
committee, together with the gentleman from South Daketa
[Mr. Burge], my colleague [Mr. Ferris], the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. Miurer], the gentleman from Kansas . [Mr.
CaumpBerL], and myself signed a minority report opposing the
payment of the claim. In due time it will come before the
House and be considered in the proper way, and I do not think
it should be passed on an appropriation bill, for it is purely a
claim. We have not now sufficient time fto go into a detailed
discussion of this amendment, and I think the matter should
come up in the regular way, when a full discussion of the merits
can be had. :

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER].

Mr, MILLER. Mr. Speaker, just a word in reference to the
claim of John W. West, without any time to enter into a
thorough discussion of the merits of the case. T wish to call
the attention of the membership of the House to one most sig-
nificant feature of this claim.

It was 69 years ago when this mudhole that they call a salt
lick was taken by the Cherokee Nation from Bluford West and
Mr. Rogers. Bluford West died 67 years ago. His widow,
Nancy West, subsequently married a man named Markham,
and as Naney Markham, in 1873, after repeated efforts with the
Cherokee Nation Council, secured $12,000 for this lick and the
improvements thereon. It then came into the mind of some one
that a brother of Bluford West, John W. West, had a one-third
interest in the claim. There was no writing that showed that
he had any interest in this real estate. No pen ever marked
a word which said he ever had a right or title to any part of it,
and his lips now for almost half a century have been sealed
with death. During a period of 25 years, however, that he
lived those lips never murmured a word that he had a claim
in this salt lick spring. Talk about a claim with whiskers, Mr,
Speaker; it has not only whiskers, but the whiskers are gray.
It has literally been dug up from the earth, hoary headed and
phantom formed. While there is much that can be said in an
argument such as the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker]
has said, with good diseretion and earnestness, yet unless we
are to grasp at a will-o’-the-wisp, unless we are to take tradition
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- and superstition as a basis for a claim, demanding something
substantial, something consistent before we pay out other
people’s money, then this must be rejected. 2

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Indian Affairs in the last
Congress gave this a most thorough and careful investigation..

Th2 SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota
has expired.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas,
more to the gentleman.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, after that careful and thorough
investigation the committee unanimously agreed that for two
reasons the claim should not be paid: First, because it had not
been established with any degree of certainty that would justify
either the committee in reporting in its favor or this House
voting to adopt such a report from the committee; and, second,
such a long period of time has elapsed and the claimants were
guilty of such laches in any view of the case that they counld
not be granted relief, could not come to this or to any tribunal
hoping to get equity. Not having evidence to establish a legal
claim, they can not appeal to equity. because they have not
observed one of the fundamental principles of equity. 8o, Mr.
Speaker, in view of these considerations, in addition to the fact
that it is a personal claim, in addition to the fact that the House
ounght to have a right to consider it as a bill by itself, in addi-
tion to the fact that it has no place on an appropriation bill, T
think the motion ought to be voted dewn.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remain-
ing time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized
for 10 minutes, The Chair would state that he made a mistake
as to the length of time in stating that the debate would run
out at 1 o'clock. It will close at 5 minutes past 1.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy
the 10 minutes with reference to this claim, because, as a
matter of fact, I do not know the facts in reference to the
claimm itself, but I do know this: That there is a bill pending
before this Congress now for this claim, and if it has merits
it can be taken up in the regular way and be considered at a
proper time. The bill now pending before the House is a gen-
eral appropriation bill. I think there has always been in this
House a great abuse of the rules of the House in putting legis-
lation upon appropriation bills. There may be an excuse for
it sometimes—a justification for it sometimes—when there are
matters of great public moment that require immediate atten-
ion, and when the only way they can be brought immediately
to the attention of both Houses of Congress is to put them upon
appropriation bills. But that, in my judgment, can only be
justified when they are matters of great public moment, where
the constituencies of all men in the House are interested
There is no justifieation whatsoever for putting on an appro-
priation bill and thus delaying its passage a private claim, even
though that claim be a very just claim and a very meritorions
one. In the first place, there is not an opportunity in consider-
ing a claim of that kind on an appropriation bill to go into the
real merits of the elaim. Publie business should not be delayed
in passing appropriation bills by the discussion of private
claims.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota.
man yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman if he thinks the House ought to concur in an amend-
ment of the Senate which would not be germane to the bill if
it had been offered when the bill was pending in the House?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not; and I certainly do not think
so if it is a private claim. If it were some matter of great
public moment and the Senate were determined on its sugges-
tion and the House had to yield, it might be different; but I do
not think that this House ought to make a precedent of putting
any private claim on a general appropriation bill, and for that
reason I hope that the House will vote down this claim and re-
ject the Senate amendment, regardless of whether the eclaim is
just or not. It ought not to be considered on this bill, and it
ought not to be considered at this time.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now move to dis-
agree to all of the Senate amendments and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to dis-
agree to all of the Senate amendments and ask for a conference.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, as an amendment, I
move that the House concur in amendment No. 91.

Mr., MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from
Texas that he ask unanimous consent to disagree to all of the
Senate amendments except the one stated by the gentleman

Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes

Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-

from Colorado, No. 91, and also amendments Nos, 33, 117, 130,
and 137, upon which amendments I desire a separate vote.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will
make that request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to disagree to all of the Senate amendments, excepting
the one designated by the gentleman from Colorado, numbered 91,
and also amendments 33, 117, 130, and 137. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado moves to
conenr in amendment No. 91.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Burke of South Dakota) there were—ayes 2, noes 61.

So the motion to concur was rejected.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move that amend-
ment No. 33 be disagreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Texas to disagree to amendment No. 33.

The question was taken; and on a division (demandeg by Mr.
MANN) there were—ayes 74, noes 0. :

So the motion to disagree was agreed to. :

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to disagree
to amendment No. 117.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
MANN) there were—ayes 63, noes 0.

So the motion to disagree was agreed to.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now move to dis-
agree to amendments numbered 130 and 137.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Texas to disagree to amendments numbered 130°
and 137. .

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
MANN) there were—ayes 72, noes 0. »

So the motion to disagree was agreed to.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now move that
the House ask for a conference.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary in-
quiry, and preliminary to that allow me to state that upon the
Committee on Indian Affairs the seniority membership contains
gentlemen who are opposed to the bill that I am in favor of.
This is especially true of the gentieman from Oklahoma [Mr.
CarTrr] who is a member of that committee and second, I think,
in seniority, and who ought not to be upon the committee on
conference., He is a Cherokee Indian himself, and I do not be-
lieve that he ought to be allowed to sit on that committee.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me
for just a moment—— )

The SPEAKER. Of course all of this is by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr, CARTER. T think I can satisfy the minds of the House
very quickly upon that point. I have three-eighths Cherokee
blood, but I have no more interest in the estate of the Cherokee
Nation than the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker]. [Ap-
planse.]

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Blood is thicker than water.

Mr. CARTER. I have an interest in the estate of the Chick-
asaw Tribe of Indians, and even if this matter concerned the
Chickasaw Indians’ funds I doubt if the gentleman’s objection
would be good ; but I have no interest whatever in the Cherokee
funds.

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman's three-eighths Indian
blood have more interest than the five-eighths of white blood
would have on the other side, in any event?

So the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
was agreed to.

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees:

Mr. StepHENS of Texas, Mr. CarTER, and Mr. BURkE of South
Dakota.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Avyres was granted leave of ab-
sence for two days, on account of illness in his family.

AMERICAN REFUGEES FROM MEXICO.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
discharge the Committee on Military Affairs from the further
consideration of Senate joint resolution 127. This is a resolu-
tion which came over from the Senate yesterday afternoon and
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, where it
has been amended and restricted in its operation.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to discharge the Committee on Military Affairs from
the further consideration of the resolution named and to take
it up for consideration.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I wish to say this: I understand this is an emergency
resolution which requires immediate action, and if it is not
going to delay the House at this time I have no objection to
unanimous consent. If it brings on general debate——

‘Mr. SLAYDEN, I assure the gentleman it is not the purpose
of the proponents of the measure to have any debate. The
House, I think, perfectly understands what the resolution is.

The SPEAKER. Of course, the Chair recognized the gentle-
man to make the motion with the understanding it is a matter
of necessity or emergency. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what the
proposition is.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution authorizes the
expenditure, under the general direction of the Secretary of
War, of so much of $20,000—— -

Mr. MANN. Can not we have it reported?

Mr. SLAYDEN. There is a report which explains the whole
matter, going into it very fully, if the Clerk will read it.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au-
thorized and directed to cause to be supplied, through the proper mili-
tary officers at El Paso, Tex., all necessary tents, together with tem-
gorary rations, for the care and relief of American citlzens who have

een compelled to remove and are yet removing from threatened danger
in the Republic of Mexico and who are seeking refuge in El Paso, Tex.,
and adjacent portions of the United States.

Mr., SLAYDEN. I am authorized by the committee to offer
the following amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word * authorize,” in line 3 of the resolution, Insert the
following : “ To expend not to exceed the sum of $20,000, out of any
unexpended balance of the money appropriated for the Mississippl
flood sufferers, May 9, 1912.”

In line 5 strike out the word “all " ; in line 7, after the word * who,”
in:e&rﬁ the following: * have no other means of obtalning shelier and
00,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.
The amendments were agreed to.
The joint resolution as amended was read the third time and
passed.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of
the House of Representatives to joint resolution (8. J. Res.
127) authorizing the Secretary of War to supply tents and
rations to American citizens compelled to leave Mexico.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its amendments to bill (H. R. 20728) making appropria-
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of
Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various
Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1913, disagreed to by the House of Representatives,
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed
Mr. Gampre, Mr. Crarp, and Mr. CHAMBERLAIN as the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R.
22195, a bill revising the rates on the woolen schedule, and pend-
ing that I ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered in
the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union. )

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill
. R. 22195, to consider the Senate amendment, and pending
that asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H. R. 22195) to redncerthe d‘lfltles on wool and manufactures
of woo

Be it enacted, eto., That on and after the 1st day of January, 1913,
the articles hereinafter enumerated, described, and provided for shall,
when imported from any foreign country into the United States or into
any of its possessions (except the Phillgiﬁne Islands and the islands of
Guam and Tutuila), be subjected to the duties hereinafter provided,
and no others; that Is to say:

. On wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other
like animals, and on all wools and hair on the skin of such anlmals,
the duty shall be 20 per cent ad valorem,

2, On all nolls, top waste, card waste, slubbing waste, roving waste,
ring waste, yarn waste, bur waste, thread waste, garnett waste,
shoddies, mungo, flocks, wool extract, carbonized wool, carbonized noils,

and on all other wastes and on rags composed wholly or in part of wool,
:gd unJOt speclally provided for In this act, the duty shall be 20 per cent
valorem.

3. On combed wool or tops and roving or roping, made wholly or in

rt of wool or camel's hair, and on other wool and halr which have
een advanced in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond
the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this uct,
the duty shall be 25 per cent ad valorem.

4. On yarns made wholly or In part of wool, the duty shall be 30
per cent ad valorem.

5. On cloths, knit fabrics, felts not woven, and all manufactures of
every description made, by any process, wholly or In part of wool, not
:g?nrglnl:y provided for in this act, the duty shall be 40 per cent ad

6. On blankets and flannels, composed wholly or in part of wool, the
duty shall be 30 ipel' cent ad valorem : Procided, That on flannels com-
posed wholly or in part of wool, valued at above 50 cents per pound,
the duty shall be 45 per cent ad valorem.

7. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Ttalian cloths,
bunting, and goods of similar descrizilttan and character, composed wholly
or in part of wool, and not specially provided for in this act, the duty
sh:au ge 4? b 1r cent gd “Ié'rem'd

- Un clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every
description, incﬁ:dlng shawls- whether knitted or woven, and knitted
articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly or in
part, and not specially provided for in this act, composed wlml{y or in
part of wool, the duty shall be 45 per cent ad valorem.

9. On webbin gorings, suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings, bind-
ings, braids, galloons, edglngx. insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimps,
cords, cords and tassels, ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and
articles made wholly or in part of lace, embroideries and all articles
embroidered by hand or machiner: » head nets, nettings, buttons or
barrel buttons or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, and
manufactures of wool ornamented with beads or spangles of whatever
material composed, on any of the foregoing made of wool or of which
wool I8 a component material, whether containing india rubber or not,
the duty shall be 35 per cent ad valorem.
orlg].agn éinl‘libt;ﬁon, xtm.inster, mguettie, lrknd %henllle carpets, figured

s carpets or ca o e character or descri
the duty shall be 40 per cent népsalofem. i s

11. On Saxony, Wilton, and Tournag‘velvet carpets, figured or plain,
and all carpets or ca?eting of like character or description, the duty
shall be 35 per cent ad valorem.

12. On Brussels carpefs, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpet-
'lvr:l Dl?:mllke character or d'eucript!on. the duty shall hel?o per cent ad

13. On velvet and tapestry velvet carpe figured or plain, printed
on the warp or otherwise, and all ca bats'or %uarpetin pof ukg char-
acter or description, the duty shall be S?Qper cent ad valorem.

14. On tapestry Brussels carpets, fi or plain, and all carpets or
carpeting of like character or des.crip on, printed on the warp or other-
wiges, tohe dtmlvﬂ shlu.ll b? 30t gmr cei:t ad valorem.

. On treble ingrain, three , and all chain V n carpets, the
du1 shall be 30 per cent ad va o{em. Ve rp

On wool Dutch and two- In n he d
pe!iTce:(:Jt - vnlguremt. ply ingrain carpets t uty shall be 25
- Un carpets of every deseription, woven whole for rooms, and
Oriental, Berrl?n, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rogs, the daty shall
1%? e ag mgrﬁglcid vl
n druggets an ngs, nted, colored, or othe
shall be 25 per cent ad valorgl‘ia. 2 2 SRyt Eh: oy

19. On ecarpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed
In P:rt of any of them, not specially provided for in this act, and on
31;}0 l:m;‘ua.t?;ing, and rugs of cotton, the duty shall be 25 per cent ad

20. Mats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bed sides, art
squares, and other portions of carpets or car ting, made wholly or in
gggtm%ft:gk :f}intg 1}03 ::pe«l:llsll ﬁoﬂdg or In ttl;ls act, shall be

of du erein on Car| or ca
like character or descr[ptla{:. i e Shethuk i

21. Whenever in this act the word “wool" 1s used in connection
with a manufactured article of which It is a component material, it
shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, goat, alpaca,
or other llkke animals, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted,
felt, or nn% other process.

SEC, 2. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect
all goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, and hereinbe-
fore enumerated, described, and provided for, for which no entry has
been made, and all such goods, wares, and merchandise preﬂousry en-
tered without payment of duty and under bhond for warehousing, trans-
ggrtntjon, or any other purpose, for which no rmit of delivery to

e importer or his agent has been issued, ahnl?ebe subjected to the
duties Imposed by this act and no other duty upon the entfy or the
withdrawal thereof.

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts In conflict with the provisions
of this act be, and the e are hereby, repealed. This act shall take
effect and be in force on find after the 1st day of January, 1013,

The Senate amendment was read as follows:

An act (H. R. 22195) to reducertbe dlutles on wool and manufactures
of wool,

Be it enacted, elc., That the act approved August 5, 1909, entltled
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the Indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes,” is hereby amended
b}g' striking out all of Schedule K thereof, being paragrap 3060 to
8905, inclusive, and inserting in lieu thereof the following :

SCHEDULE K. WOOL AND MANUFACTURES THEREOF.

360. All wool, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals,
shall be divided, for the purposes of this act, into the two following

asses :

361. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools,
or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothin
wools, and wools of like character with any of the preceding, includ-
ing Bagdad wool, China lamb's wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin
wool, or butcher’s wool, and such as have been heretofore usually im-
ported Into the United States from Buenos Alres, New Zealand,
Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt,
Morocco, and elsewhere, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down ecomb-
ing wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English
blood and usually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not
hereinafter ineluded in class 2.

Class 2, that is to say, Donskol, native South American, Cor-
dova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and all such wools of like character
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as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States from
Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools herein-
after provided for; the halr of the camel, Angora goat, alpaca, and
other like animals.

363, The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be
hereafter deposited in the principal customhouses of the United States,
under the anthority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the
standards for the classification of wools under this act, and the See-
retary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and
to make such additions to them from time to time as may be required,
and be shall cause to be deposited like standards In other customhouses
of the United States when they shall be needed.

364. Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the
admixture of merino or English blood, from their present character
as represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be de-
posited in the principal customhouses of the United States, such im-
proved wools shall be classified for duty as class 1,

im:‘. The duty on wool of the first class shall be 35 per cent ad
yalorem. .

366. The duty upon wools of class 2 ghall be 10 per cent ad valorem.

367. The duty on wools on the skin sghall be as follows: Class 1,
30 per cent ad valorem ; class 2, 10 per cent ad valorem ; the quantity
and value of the wool to be ascertained under such rules as the Secre-
tary of the Treasury mnf prescribe.

35068, Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and gar-
netted waste, 30 per cent ad valorem.

369. Shoddy, noils, wool extract, yarn waste, thread waste, and
all other wastes composed wholly of wool or of which wool is the com-
ponent material of chief value, and not specially provided for in this
section, 25 per cent ad valorem.

870. Woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, 25 per cent ad valorem.

471, Combed wool or tops, and all wools which have been advanced
in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond the washed
or scoured condition, not speclally provided for in this section, 40 per
cent ad valorem.

372, On yarns made wholly of wool or of which wool is the com-
ponent material of chief value, the duty shall be 45 per cent ad valorem.

373, On cloths, knit fabrics, blankets, and flannels for underwear,
composed wholly of wool or of which wool is the component material
of chief value, wemen’s and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian
cloths, bunting, clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel
of every descriptlon, including shawls, whether knitted or woven, and
knitted articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly
or in part, felts not woven, and not specially grovlﬁed for in this sec-
tlon, webbings, gorings, susl;)enders, braces, bandings, beltings, bindings,
braids, galloons, edéﬁ)ga, nsertings, flouncings, fringes, mps, cords
and tassels, ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and articles made
wholly or in part of lace, embroideries and all articles embroidered by
hand or machinery, head nets, nettings, buttons or .barrel buttons or
buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, and manufactures of
wool ornamented with beads or spangles of whatever material com-
posed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of which wool is the com-
ponent material of chief value, whether containing india rubber or not,
85 per cent ad valorem.,

A74. Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets, fizured
or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description;
Baxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, fizured or plain, and all
carpets or carpeting of like character or description; Brussels carpets,
figured or plaln, and all carpets or carpetings of like character or de-
seription ; velvet and tapestry wvelvet ecarpets, figured or an' printed
on the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character
or description; tapestry Brusscls carpets, figured or plain, and all
carpets or carpeting of like character or description, printed on the
warp or otherwise; treble Ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetlan
carpets; wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets; carpets of every
description, woven whole for rooms; orlental, Berlin, Aubusson, Ax-
minster, and similar rugs, druoggets and bockings, printed, colored, or
otherwise; all the foregoing, made of wool, or of which wool is the
component material of chief value, 85 per cent ad valorem.

375. Carpets and carpeting of wool or of which wool is the com-
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in thls sec-
tion, 35 per cent ad valorem.

376. Mats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art
squares, and other portions of carpets or cnr]getln;; made wholly of
wool or of which wool is the component material of chief value, and
not specially provided for in this sectlon, shall be subjected to the
rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or carpetings of like character
or description.

477. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word “wool™ is
used In connection with a manufactured article of which it is a com-
ponent material, it shall be held to include wool or halr of the sheep,
camel, goat, alpaca, or other animal, whether manufactured by a
woolen, worsted, felt, or any other process.

378. All manufactures of hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other
like animal, or of which any of the hair mentioned in paragraph 363
form the component material of chiel value, shall be subject to a duty
of 30 per cent ad valorem.

BEc. 2. That on and affter the day when this act shall go Into effect
all goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, and hereinbe-
fore enumerated, described, and provided for, for which no entry has
been made, and all such goods, wares, and merchandise previously en-
tered without payment of duty and under bond for warehousing, trans-

rtation, or any other purpose, for which no permit of delivery to the
E:?lporter or his agent has been issued, shall be subjected to the duties
Imposeidtgy -tl}ls act and no other duty, upon the entry or the with-
drawa ereof.

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the provi-
sions of this act be, and the same are herebf, repealed. This act shall
take effect and be in force on and after the 1st day of January, 1913.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suppose the five minutes on a side
will be satisfactory to the gentleman.

Mr. PAYNE. I think we had better have a little more time
than that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wants to reach an
agreement about time I am willing to make an agreement, or
if he wants a little further extension under the five-minute rule
I am willing to agree to it.

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman propose to
take altogether?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not care to make a general speech,
and under the rule speeches are limited to five minutes, but I
do not care to hold the gentleman down {o that. I would like
to dispose of the question, as we have three propositions that
we wish to send back to the Senate.

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose we let it run a little while nnder the
five-minute rule. I will not want to talk over 10 minutes, but
I want to suggest that perhaps I had better make my motion
now, as I wish to make a motion to coucur with an amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Just one moment, the gentleman’s mo-
tion has precedence. Mr. Speaker, there is but one Senate
amendment to the bill, and I move to disagree to the Senate
amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves fo dis-
agree to the Senate amendment.

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I'move to concur, with an
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert
~the following:

That the act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize dutles, and
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,”
approved August 5, 1909, be, and the same is hereby, amended by strik-
ing out all of the paragraphs of Schedule K of section 1 of said act,
;r‘l:lm :230 to 395, inclusive of both, and inserting in place thereof the
ollowing :

1. All wonls, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals
shall be di®ded, for the purpose of ﬁx!ng the duties to be charged
thereon, into the two following classes:

2. Class 1, that is to o?::ly' merino, mestiza, metz or metis wools, or
other wools of merino blood, immediate or 1emote, Down clnthinghwools.
and wools of like character with any of the preceding, including Bagdad
wool, (;hina lamb's wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin wool or
butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore nsually imported into
the United States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of
Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egy?;; Morocco, and else-
where, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, wn combing wools,
Canada long wools or other llke comblug wools of English blood, and
usually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not hereinafter
included in class 2, and also the halr of the camel, Angora goat, alpaca,
and other ilke animals.

3. Class 2, that Is to say, Donskol, native South American, Cordova,
Valparaiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and all such wools of
like character ns have been heretofore usually imported into the United
States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved
wools hereinafter provided for.

4. The standard samples of all wools, which are now or may be
hereafter deposited in the ﬂ?rinctpal customhouses of the United States,
under the authoritir of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the
standards for the classification of wools under this act, and the Seecre-
tary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and to
make such additions to them from time to time as may be required,
and he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other eunstom-
houses of the United States when they may be needed.

5. Wlenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the ad-
mixture of merino or English blood, from their present character, as.
represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited
in the principal customhouses of the United States, such improved
wools shall be classified for duty as class 1. ]

6. If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act, in-
voiced or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable
a3 of class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of duty
of class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of
duty chargeable on wool of class 1: and if any bale or package be
claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or
other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale contain
any admixture of a one or more of sald materials, or of any other
material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the
highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or package.

7. The doty on all wools and hair of class 1, if imported in the
grease, shall be laid upoa the basis of its clean content. "The clean con-
tent shall be determined by scouring tests which shall be made accord-
ing to regulations which the Secretary of the Treasury may preserive.
The duty on all wools and hair of class 1 imported in the grease shall
be 18 cents per pound on the clean content, as defined above. If im-
ported sconred, the duty shall be 19 cents per pound.

8. The duty on all wools of class 2, including camel’'s halr of class
two, imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound.
If scoured, 19 cents per pound : Provided, That on consumption of wools
of class 2, including camel's hair, in the manufacture of earpets, drug-
gets and bockings, printed, eolored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for floors,
sereens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions of ‘carpets
or carpeting hereafter manufactured or produced in the United States in
whole or in part from wools of class 2, including camel's hair, upon
which duties have been paid, there shall be allowed to the manufacturer
or producer of such articles a drawback equal in amount to the duties
{)ai less 1 per cent of such duties on the amonnt of the woois of class 2,
neluding camel’'s hair of class 2, contained thereln; such drawback
shall be paid under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the
Treasury may prescribe.

9. The duty on wools on the skin shall be 2 cents less per pound than
is imposed upon the clean content as provided for wools cf class 1, and
1 cent less per pound than is imposed upon wools of class 2 imported in
their natural condition, the guantity to be ascertained under such rules
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.

10. Top waste and slubbing waste, 18 cents per pound.

11. Roving waste and ring waste, 14 cents per pound.

12. Noils, carbonized, 14 cents per pound.

13. Noils, not carbonized, 11 cents per pound.

14. Garnetted waste, 11 cents per pound.

15. Thé'ead waste, yarn waste, and wool wastes not specified, 93 cents
per pound,

16. Shoddy, mungo, and wool extract, 8 cents per pound.

17. Woolen rags and flocks, 2 cents ?er ponnd.

18. Combed wool or tog)s, made wholly or in part of wool, or camel's
halr, 20 cents per pound on the wool contalned therein, and in addi-

tion thereto 5 per cent ad valorem.
-
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19. Wool and hair which have been advanced In any manner or by
any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured conditionm,
but less advanced than yarn, not specially provided for in this section,
20 cents per pound on the wocel contained therein, and in addition
thereto 8 per cent ad valorem.

20. On yarns, made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more
than 30 cents per pound, the duty shall be 214 cents per-pound on the
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 10 per cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than 30 cents and not more than 50 cents per

‘Q_lound 213 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi-
on thereto 15 per cent ad valorem.
Valued at more than 50 cents and not more than 80 cents per pound,

21% cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto 20 per cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than S0 cents &)er pound, 213 cents per pound on the
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem.

21. On cloths, knit fabrics, flannels, felts, and all fabrics of every
description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for
in this section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the dut
shall be 25 cents per pound on the wool contained thereln, and in addi-
tion thereto 30 per cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than €0 cents per nd,
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto 85 per cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per fmmd.
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto 40 {)er cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 f” pound, 26
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto
45 per cent ad valorem.

alued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 pound, 26
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto
50 per cent ad valorem.

alued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem.

22, On blankets and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in
B:rt of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty shall

233 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto 20 fer cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound,
23} cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem.

Valued at more than 50 cents J:ﬁ'r pound, 23% cents per E)oumi on the
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 30 per cent ad valorem.

Provided, That on blankets over 3 yards in length the same duties
shall be paid as on cloths.

23. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing apparel, knltted

or woven, of every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in
pm': ﬁnd com wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall be
as follows :

If valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty shall be
25 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto 35 per cent ad valorem.

If wal at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per

und, 26 cents per pound on the wool eontained therein, and in addi-
ion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.

If valued at more than 60 cenis and not more than 80 cents per

und, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi-

on thereto 45 per cent ad valorem.

If valued at more 80 cents and not more than §1 per g{ﬁund.
26 ecents per pound on the wool contalned therein, and in addition

ahereto 50 per cent ad valorem.
If valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 pound, 26
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in tion thereto

55 per cent ad valorem.

If valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem.

24. On all manufactures of every description made wholly or in Y“t
of wool, not speeially provided for in t section, the duty shall be
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition
thereto HO cent ad valorem: Provided, That if the component ma-
terial of chief value in such manufactures is wood, paper, rubber, or
any of the baser metals, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem,
and if the component material of chief value in such manufactures is
gilk, fur, precious or semiprecious stones, or gold, silver, or platinum,
the duty shall be 28 cents per pound on the wool contained therein,
and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad walorem.

25. On hand-made Aubusson, minster, Oriental, and similar car-

ts and rugs, made wholly or In part of wool, the rate of duty shall
Eg 50 per cent ad valorem: on all other carpets of every description,
druggefse and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for
floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions of
earpets or carpeting, made wholly or in part of wool, the duty shall be
30 per cent ad valorem.

2f;. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word “ wool " iz used
in connection with a manufactured artiele of which it Is a ecomponent
material, it shall be held to Include wool or hair of the sheep, camel,
goat, alpaca or other animal, whether manufactured by the woolen,
worsted, felt, or any other process.

27. The foregoing paragraphs, providing the rates of duty herein for
manufactures of wool, shall take effect on_the 1st day of January, 1913.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to
coneur by striking out all after the enacting clause and insert-
ing an amendment. :

Mr. PAYNE. I will state I do not care to have this read
unless some gentleman desires it. It is the same amendment I
offered to the original bill in the House when the bill was be-
fore the House on a previous oceasion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was read in the House and the
House understands it

Mr. PAYNE. It was read in the House and offered by the
minority of the committee and voted for by the minority mem-
bership of the House, but of course if any gentleman desires to
have it read

Mr. MONDELIL. I would be glad if the gentleman would
ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of it.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis-

pense with the reading of this amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to dispense with the reading of this amendment.

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Is it not necessary, before we proceed further,
that the Senate amendment be read or disposed of?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the vote will
come on the Senate amendment, and I ask unanimous consent,
as the bill is printed and before the House, to dispense with
the reading of both the Senate amendment and the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAY~E].

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask if the bills will appear in the Recorp if they
are not read?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. 5

Mr. CRUMPACEER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The question is, When will a motion
to agree to the Senate amendment be in order? The gen-
tleman from New York has moved to agree to the Senate
amendment with an amendment. I understand that would
have priority over a straight motion to agree to the Senate
amendment. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]
moves a disagreement, and I understand that a motion to con-
cur or agree to the Senate amendment would have priority
over the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. I want to
know whether I am right or not.

The SPEAKER. I think the gentleman is entirely correct.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So that the motion of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. PAy~Ne] would be first in order, and, if
his motion should be voted down, then a motion to agree to
the Senate amendment would be in order?

The SPEAKER. It would.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to make that motion at the
proper time.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I suggest
to the gentieman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker] that the
negative of the motion to disagree carries concurrence. If I
recollect the rule rightly, there is only one meotion in order,
except the motion to concur with an amendment. That is the
motion to disagree or the motion to concur, but the negativing
of the motion to disagree earries concurrence. That is my
recollection.

The SPEAKER. There is not any doubt but that is a correct
statement of the rule.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The motion to concur with an amend-
ment is divisible, is it not? -

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. The Chair will state
his understanding of the situation. The gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. CeuMPACKER] can make his motion to concur or let
it alone, as he chooses. He can make it now or after the mo-
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Paynse] is voted
down. Of course, if the gentleman from New York is voted up,
that ends the matter. The Chair is taking it for granted that
the motion will be voted down. X

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order that the
Speaker should not express an opinion on anything of that kind.
[Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not expressing an opinion.
The Chair was trying to get the parliamentary situation simpli-
fied. The proposition laid down by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Garoxer] is correct, that if the motion of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Usperwoop] to disagree is
voted down, that is equivalent to a concurrence, and there is no
necessity of putting the motion to concur. If the gentleman from
Indiana,”however, makes a motion to concur, althongh it would
be superfluous, the Chair does not see how it can do any harm.
But if all three of these motions are pending at once, then the
order in which they would come would be, first, on the motion
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pay~Ne]; second, on the
motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] ; and
then on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama to dis-
agree.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then, I desire to move that the House
agree to the Senate amendment to the pending bill.

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman offers his motion and the
House votes it down, that carries with it the motion of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpeErwoon],

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxpeewoon] is recognized.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House
at this time in discussing this proposition. The wool bill has
been fully discussed not only at this session of Congress, but
at the last session of Congress. The Senate amendment is the
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amendment that was adopted by the Senate at the last session
of Congress, known as the La Follette bill, which the House dis-
agreed to at the last session of Congress and finally -sent to
conference, out of which grew a compromise bill. I think the
Members of the House are fully advised as to the difference be-
tween the Senate amendment and the House bill, and without
there is some occasion later on in the debate I will not take up
the time of the House in discussing the two bills af the present
time, I understand the debate is under the five-minute rule.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this original wool bill, brought
in by the Committee on Ways and Means, came herg first with
the only excuse for its existence that we needed a revenue duty
of about 20 per cent on wool in order to rescue and save a de-
pleted and depleting Treasury.

The next month showed that the depleted Treasury had a
surplus of over $47,000,000 to its credit for the year 1911, de-
rived from the present revenue laws. A year has passed since
then, and the report of the 30th of June showed a surplus in
the Treasury for that year of over $37,000,000 receipts over the
expenditures. A month has nearly passed in the present fiscal
year, and the Treasury reports show that the Treasury is
nearly $14,000,000 better off for this month up to date than it
was after a month a year ago. So there can be no excuse for
any gentleman who is talking free trade in wool to his con-
stituents to vote for this present House bill in any way or
shape. That argument is entirely removed from the contro-
versy by the light of the Treasury statistics and the splendid
showing of the present revenue law in relation to raising
revenue.

We have as a Senate mnendment the same one that came
here about a year ago. Of course, every Member of the House
knows the authorship of that amendment. At the time the bill
was in conference a year ago the author of the amendment con-
fessed that he was working with blacksmith tools, so to speak,
or, in other words, that he had not sufficient information with
which to form a tariff bill. However, a compromise bill was
agreed upon without the information and went to the Execu-
tive, who sent it back with his veto, and the bill and the veto
are now in the House files without any action. This bill was
introduced, as I say, nearly a year afterwards, passed the
House, and went over to the Senate, and comes back with the
same Senate amendment. The President’ vetoed the bill be-
cause the Tariff Board was gathering information and would
soon be ready to report. They have reported. They have made
a full report. They have made a report that has met the com-
mendation of experts on the tariff questfon the world over—
not confined to this country alone, but praised in other coun-
tries as the most thorough and complete investigation and re-
port ever made anywhere in any country in the world on the
wool guestion, and better than all the information previously
gathered upon this subject. When that report came in I was
in hopes that my friend from Alabama [Mr. UxpErRwooD]
would study if, but he seems to have delegated that matter to
some other gentlemen, who made a report which misled him, I
am sorry to say, or he never would have indorsed it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to interrupt my friend from
New York [Mr. PAYNE] on that proposition. Hvery time he comes
into this House he makes that statement. The gentleman from
New York knows that his statement is untrue. “The gentle-
man from Alabama " did study this report and did study the
bill. The gentleman from New York knows that that is so.
It is not important, however, because I think the gentleman
makes the statement in a facetious way, but I do not want it
to remain in the REcorp uncontradicted.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have five minutes
more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]
asks unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman who, I said, made the investi-
gation and report has confessed it. I do mot need to prove it
That is the evidence that I offer in regard to it. Where a man
confesses to such a thing as that—not quite a erime, but much
like a misdemeanor—why, I think that the evidence binds even
the gentleman from Alabama. Of course, I have no objection
to his offering a general denial, but I hope he will not insist
that that report was his meport, because I shall be led, very
much to my sorrow, to think the contrary.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD. I will say to the gentleman that he |s
stating what is untroe when he tries to imply to this House
that either I or my committee did not report that bill. We
hired experts. I know what the gentleman wants to say. He
wants to say that we hiréd Mr. Parsons and that we hired

Prof. Willis and that we hired other employees to aid us doing
the mechanical work. We did, but all their work was sub-
mitted to the committee, and the committee went over the
reports. I went over the reports, and we were responsible for
them, and they were our reports just as much as the reports
that the gentleman from New York made on his bill were his
reports, although he did not write them himself.

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must still be permitted—
because I am cm'eful of the honor and credit of my friend
from Alabama and of his intellectual ability, and so forth—to
say that I think he is mistaken in this matter and that the man
who confesses to have done this thing is really the guilty
party.

Let me add, Mr. Speaker, that the minority of the committee
did study that tariff report and did study the facts presented
by the Tariff Board; and, after much deliberation and, I will
say to the gentleman from Alabama, with the aid of experts
who figured under the direction of the gentlemen who were
engaged in preparing that bill, the gentleman from Connecticut.
[Mr. Hiy], particularly, spending much time in verifying their
figures from day to day, we prepared a bill which we presented
to this House and which we present again.

I would like to see it become a law. I think if it should be
in operation for a couple of years even the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. Usperwoop] would not try to disturb it, but
would allow it to remain upon the statute book. “It would not:
injure our business,” to repeat the favorite expression of the
gentleman from Alabama. It would not destroy any industry.
It would allow the wheels of progress to go on, and at the
same time it would take away every excessive duty in the
present wool schedule. If is an ideal bill in that respect. It
ought to receive the vote of every Member on both sides of the
House.

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more. I have a telegram here
from a constitnent. He is a manufacturer of woolen He
is not a bloated aristocrat. He is not a malefactor of great
wealth., He is a common, everyday American citizen, who
understands his business and who was educated in it and knows
what hard work is. He says:

The La Follette bill will close or seriously injure every woolen mill
in your distriet.

It is signed “A. M. Paiterson.” I commend that to the atten-
tion of gentlemen upon this side and upon the other side of the
House.

But, Mr. Speaker, I have spoken at some length upon the
woolen schedule in times past, and I do not now propose to
inflict myself further upon the House. I understand the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarrL] needs a little time,
and I think also the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hiry].
I do not know what other gentlemen want to use time, but I
commend them to the mercies of the House. [Applause on the
Republican side.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against the motion
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to coneur with
an amendment, and for the motion of the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. CRuUMPACKER] to concur, and I shall do that for
two reasons, the first being that the Senate bill now before the
House is sustained by the report of the Tariff Board, and, when
fully analyzed, is not very different from the bill reported by
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAY~E] for the Committee
on Ways and Means.

The gentleman from New York has briefly discussed this
Senate bill, and has stated that in conference the author of that
bill said that it was prepared with blacksmith’s tools. Mr.
Speaker, when one examines the report of the Tariff Board and
examines this wool bill, prepared before that report was made,
and finds how nearly they agree, he is compelled to conclude
that that author of the bill did a mighty good job with his
blacksmith’s tools. [Applause.] And one is led further to wish,
Mr. Speaker, that when the Committee on Ways and Means of the
House and the Finance Commitiee of the Senate prepared the
Payne-Aldrich bill they might have had some blacksmith's tools
of this character. [Applause on the Democratic gide.] One is
compelled further to wonder, Mr. Speaker, what kind of tools
they did have in the work that they did there.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I further am opposed to sending this bill
to conference and I am opposed to sending it back to the Senate,
because if you gentlemen of the Democratic majority want real
revision, and want to send a bill to the President with the
assurance that he must sign it, because it ig in accordance with
the Tariff Board, you ought to vote to concur in this amend-
ment now. This country is demanding some action in the way
of tariff revision, and is insisting that neither side play politics
with reference to this great question. [Applause.]
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor
of disagreeing to the Senate amendment. A year ago, under
instructions from my committee, I was one of the conferees who
voted for the compromise bill with the Senate, but during the
Yyear that has passed the conditions have materially changed.

During this interval the three great political parties have
made their nominations for the Presidency, and it seems per-
fectly clear to us, and I believe it is clear to you gentlemen on
the other side, that on the 4th of March next a Democratic
President will be inaugurated. [Applause on the Deinocratic
side.] Now, if I am right in that forecast, I am in favor of
waiting until we get a Democratic administration and can pass
Demoecratic tariff bills. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I
am in favor of passing the Underwood bill, and am not in favor
of passing the La Follette bill. The La Follette bill has been
under discussion both in the Senate and in the House many
times, and it is unnecessary for me now to detain this House
with a more lengthy discussion of its features.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure.

Mr. LENROOT. Can not the gentleman afford some rellef to
the people by passing this bill now, and then, if his prediction is
true, pass a Democratic bill later?

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If we pass a revision of the
woolen schedule now, the business community of the country
will be entitled to some relief from further agitation on that
specific schedule, and rather than imperil a genuine Democratic
revision of the woolen schedule, I am willing to postpone for
six months the possibility of securing the relief that the people
demand.

Mr. LENROOT. One more question.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure.

Mr, LENROOT. Does the gentleman think the business in-
terests will not be agitated in the meantime? . :

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think that one revision of
one tariff schedule in six months is enough, and I am in favor
of waiting those six months to get some genuine relief. This
Demoeratic Congress was sent here by the consumers of the
country and not by the producers. Your Tariff Board report,
to which you make reference, is a producers’ report. It deals
exclusively with the difference in the cost of production, if any,
here and abroad. It is written in the interest of the woolen
producers and the woolen manufacturers, and it has no bearing
upon a genuine revision of the tariff in the interest of the con-
suming public. The best proof that I can give in support of my
assertion is that the Republican Party themselves, in their re-
cent platform, have entirely abandoned their previous declara-
tions in favor of fixing tariff rates by a difference in cost of
production here and abroad. In the present platform they do
niot say a word about that. They have dropped it entirely, and
with it they ought to drop the pretense of fixing tariff rates upon
the report of their Tariff Board, because that report of the Tariff
Board deals practically exclusively with trying to find ont an
assumed difference in cost of production here and abroad in the
production of wool and in the manufacture of woolen articles.

The Democratic Party were able to drive the Republican
Party from their platform position of awarding a reasonable
profit to American manufacturers in addition to this assumed
difference in cost of production. Now we have been able to
drive the Republican Party entirely from their whole plat-
form position, and they did not have the temerity in the plat-
form recently adopted at Chicago to insist upon measuring tariff
rates by the difference in cost of production here and abroad.
It was found upon an analysis and examination of the Tariff
Board's report on wool and woolens that it was impossible to
discover the cost of production in this country, let alone the
difference in cost of production here and abread; and for anyone
to pretend that that report of the Tariff Board furnishes any
basis whatever for the fixing of rates for a woolen schedule is
to fly in the face of facts.

I am in favor of passing a Democratic revision of the woolen
gchedule. I am not in favor of compromising for a frankly
protective measure, and I hope this House will flatly refuse to
agree to the Senate amendment. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, there are three measures pending
before the House at this time. I ask unanimous consent that
I may have 5 minutes on each one; that is 15 minutes altogether.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection to the gentleman
bhaving 15 minutes, but I should like to see if I can get an
agreement with the gentleman from New York about the length
of time to be occupied before a vote is taken.

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know of anyone who wants to speak
on this side except the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hirr],

the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarr], and the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER].

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much time will they consume?

Mr. HILL. I should like 15 minutes—5 minutes on each bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On the Hill bill, the La Follette bill,
and the Underwood bill.
bn}‘he SPEAKER. Five minutes on each of the three wool

8.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; 15 minutes. But when the debate
is closed, we will vote on them all at one time.

Mr. HILL. Yes; I understand. We have got to make our
choice between these three, and I think we ought to consider
them all at one time.

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from
Massachusetts desire?

Mr. McCALL. Five minutes.

The SPEAKER. And how much time does the gentleman
from Indiana desire?

tMr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Indiana wishes five min-
utes.

The SPEAKER. That will be 25 minutes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleinan wants 25 minutes on
that side?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that all de-
bate on this bill be closed in 50 minutes, 25 minutes to be con-
trolled by the gentleman from New York and the other 25
to be controlled by myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
woop] asks unanimous consent that debate on this bill be
closed in 50 minutes, 25 minutes of that time to be controlled
by himself and 25 by the gentleman from New York, it being
understood that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitn]
is to have 15 out of the 25.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I assume that the gentleman from New
York is going to yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut.

Mr. PAYNE. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. %Yhe gentleman from Connecticut is recog-
nized for 15 minutes.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the three bills pending are, first,
the Underwood bill, originally introduced from the Ways and
Means Committec, giving 20 per cent duty on wool and 40 per
cent duty on cloth, these being the prinecipal items in the bill:
second, the Senate amendment prepared and presented by Sen-
ator LA FoLrLETTE, giving 85 per cent duty on wool and 55 per
cent duty on cloth; and third, the Republican House bill, sup-
ported I believe by every Republican on this gide of the Cham-
ber, giving the rates called for in accordance with the report
of the Tariff Board.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HArrisoN] gives it as
his opinion that it is impossible to ascertain the difference in
tha cost of production at home and abroad, and that therefore,
the report of the Tariff Board is of no value. If the gentleman
is right, then he stands facing the opposite opinion of the
whole world, because most of the business in this world has
for its basis the fixing of the selling price upon the cost of the
product that is sold.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. HILL. Certainly.

Mr, HARRISON of New York. The gentleman must concede
that the selling price has very little to do with the cost of
production.

Mr. HILT. I do not concede it. The selling price must be
in accord with cost, or production ultimately stops in any line
of business.

What are the characteristics of the Republican bill which
was presented by this House and voted for by every Republican?
First, that all unnecessary and ineffective duties in the wool
schedule as shown clearly and explicitly by the Tariff Board
should be eliminated, and they were eliminated. Second, that
cotton should not bear a wool duty, coming in in woolen fabrics
or woolen manufactures. That great fault in the wool schedule
is inherent, both in the Underwood bill and in the La Follette
bill, which my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. LENrooT] says he
proposes to vote for in preference to the House bill. The Under-
wood bill absolutely puts a pair of rubber boots—to use the old,
familiar illustration—under the wool duty. The La Follette
bill does not do that particular thing, but errs in other respects.
The Republican bill puts them where they belong, in the rubber
schedule or under the clothing paragraph limiting the wool
duty to the wool contained therein and nothing more. The
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compensatory duty is based exsactly upon the report of the
Tariff Board.

Another thing., The Republican bill puts carpet wool on the
free list, and carpet wool constitutes 60 per cent of our raw-
wool impertations. That is a Republican proposition. It is a
noncompetitive product, which ought not to bear any duty. The
La Follette bill makes it dutiable at 10 per cent. The Demo-
cratic bill makes: it dutiable at 20 per cent, and adds to the cost
of the American product, an increase in the cost of every carpet
put into every home in the United States.

So much for the distinctive characteristics of that particular
bill. It is protective in every item, and yet it is lower than the
Democratic bill presented here by the Ways and XMeans Com-
mittee, so far as the whole schedule is concerned, not in par-
ticular items. I am perfectly free to admit that yon can pick
out items from the Republican billl which are higher than the
Demoecratie bill; but the schedule: as a whole is lower under the
Republican bill, the bill which the Republicans voted for, by
several per cent—at least 6 or 8 per cent—than the bill pre-
gsnted by the Democratic members of the Ways and Means
Committee.

Now, in regard to the La Follette bill. What is it? T have
gaid that the La Follette bill puts a wool duty on cotton. It
does. It differs from the Demoeratic bill in this respect, that
under the La Follette bill the article of chief value must be
wool, but any article containing 51 per eent in value of wool
and 49 per cent of cotton would come inte this country with
the cotton bearing the same duty as the weol. No sugh restrie-
tion is found in the Democratic measure. If there is bne single
woolen yarn in a pieece of cloth and all the rest is cotton or
jute, under your Democratic measure it bears the full wool duty.
That is not in accordance with the report of the Tariff Board.

Now, then, as to the rates. The gentleman from Wisconsin
says that he proposes to vote for the La Follette bill and vote
down: the motion for the bill which: he voted for before. Does
he deem the La Follette bill a better measure? Let me show
him. Thirty-five per cent on wool, 55 per cent on cloth, means
34 per cent on woolen cloth on the basis of free wool.

than 50 cents a pound, and every one of you gentlemen know
that the cloth that is made worth less than 50 cents a pound is
exceedingly rare, becanse the scoured wool alone is worth on
the average 45 cents. The Wilson bill gave 50 per cent on cloth
worth more than 50 eents a pound, and that was all of it prac-
tically, and this La Follette bill gives 34 per cent net on woolen
fabries, 16 per cent less than the Wilson bill of 1804, The
Underwood bill gives 28 per cent, where the La Follette bill
gives 34 per ceut, where the Wilson bill gave 50 per cent. Take
that home to yourselves and judge what the result will be. We
are facing a campaign. T want to ask the Republicans on this
side if they are going before their constituents and say that
they voted here for a proposition that cut the duty on woolen
fabries 16 per cent below that whigh they had been condemning
for the last 18 years? Are you? [ say to Republicans and
Democrats alike there is no halfway house in this country.
Under both party declarations now there is no halfway house
between English free trade and proteetion. [Applause on the
Republican side.] We will have either protection based on the
difference in the unit cost of production, fair alike to the con-
sumer and the producer, or we will have English free trade.
There is no mistake about that. It is such protection abso-
Intely on farm produets, on citrus fruits, on lead and zine, on
iron and steel, on every schedule in the tariff, measured by
the difference in the unit coest of production, or it is English
free trade on them all, and the people of the United States
have got to take their choice in this campaign. Talk to me,
the hypocritical talk that you ecan, about a tariff rate below the
difference in the unit cost of production and not hurt an in-
‘dustry! 'Take this very schedule and talk about not injuring
the industry! Ninety-six per cent of the entire consumption in
this line of industry is home preduction now. Only 4 per cent
is imported, and yet the Demoeratic bill, made according to
the report of the Democratic committee, absolutely provided for
the additional importation of 200,000,000 pounds of foreign wool,
-either in its raw state or in the fabrie. Can that be done with-
out hurting the domestie industry? It provided for an addi-
tional importation of $40,000,000 worth of foreign ecloth. It
transferred the labor of 25,000 men from this country to
Hurope. Can it be done without injuring the American in-
‘dustry? Oh, I say to you, gentlemen, that it is time to think.
Read your own platform, and read our platform. You ecan not
go below the difference in the unit cost of production without
encouraging foreign importations. When you encourage foreign
importations you drive out the domestic product. That is your
modern idea of a tariff for revenue:only.

The Wil-
son bill, with free wool, gave 40 per cent on cloth worth less

My Demoecratie friends, if you want a definition of a tariff for
revenue only, go back to the South Carolina nullification con-
vention of 1832, that all protected articles must go on the free
list, all customs duties laid must be laid on noncompetitive
products. That is a tariff for revenue only, and your platform
has compelled your candidate to stand upon it, with the declara-
tion that you have no power to Iay or collect duties on any
other basis. The Republican platform is to-day, and it has
been for four years, for protection measured by the difference
in the unit cost of production at home and abroad, but with an
amendment now that if any duties are higher than that they
shall be reduced, after an investigation—ecareful, protracted, and
thorough—by an independent, nonpartisan tariff’ board. Such
investigation: has been made in the bill presented here by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payse], cheerfully, enthusi-
astically, and patriotically offered by him as an amendment to
the present law whith bears his name. Is there any Repub-
lican on this side of the House who will go back .upon his
former vote in favor of that proposition and advoeate for any
reason. whatever the bill presented by the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre] in the Senate, 15 per cent below
the Wilson bill? If he does, I wish him joy in answering some
-of the questions which his constituents, I fear, will ask him
during the coming campaign, for, as I have said, there is no
halfway house where the Secretary of the Treasury of the
United States can stand and eollect duties below the difference
in the cost of production and not injure, exterminate, or em-
barrass the American industries upon whieh: those duties are
laid. One thing more: I commend to the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee in - the conference just about to
come, the following telegram.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HILL. Just let me read this telegram as to the date
when this bill shall go into effect.

Farmers, dealers, manufacturers, wholesale and retail clothiers, all
carry large investments in raw and finished wool, therefore would
recommend in the event of possibility of passage of wool bill, let a
period of 9 to 12 months be nl]owecf before bill takes effect. Early
date as September might bankrupt many.

The La Follette bill provides for going into effect on the
1st of January, and the Democratie bill, if T am not mistaken,
does the same thing. HEven the Wilson bill, 18 years ago, recog-
nizing that it took 8 to 12 months to manufacture and put
woolen goods on the market, provided a difference of about 8
months between the time when the duty on wool and the duty
on the finished product should go into effect. I commend that
to the consideration of the chairman of the committee. [Ap-
plause. ]

Mr. KITCHIN. I do not know of anybody on this side who
wants to talk now except Mr. UNDERWOOD, -

Igr. PAYNE. If there is only one person on that side, very
well,

Mr. KITCHIN. I think Mr. UxpErwoon will close the debate
and perhaps be the only one. Suppose the gentleman now yields
to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana if
the gentleman will send for Mr. UNDERWOOD.

Mr. KITCHIN. I have sent for him; he is at luncheon.

Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER].

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of Con-
gress the so-called Underwood bill for the revision of the tariff
on wool was passed by the House and sent to the Senate. The
Senate substituted, as I understand, the same bill for the Under-
wood bill that it presents now. When the measure came back to
the House the amendment was disagreed to and the bill was put
into eonference, and the result was the compromise bill that
was vetoed by the President. We have traveled exactly along
the same course up to this point in relation to the revision of
the woolen schedule at this session of Congress, and it seems
that gentlemen on the other side desire to put the same bill into
conference again with the hope or expectation of compromising
on substantially the same bill as before, with the expeetation, I
have no doubt—the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrisoxn]
almost expressed the hope—that it will be vetoed by the Presi-
dent, and there will be no legislation on the wool schedule at all.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, T will call the
genfleman’s attention to the faet that no request for a confer-
ence hasg been made.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is involved in the proposition to
disagree to the Senate amendment. It would almost of neces-
sity mean a conference.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Not at all; there is no re-
quest for a conference being made by the House. 1

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I wondered if the gentleman from New

York in his remarks a few minutes ago expressed the senti-
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ment of the Democratic side of the House when he, in effect,
said the purpose of the Democrats was to practically defeat
legislation upon the woolen schedule at this session of Con-
gress, with the expectation that on the 4th day of next March
there would be a Democratic President inaugurated, and then
there would be a real Democratic revision of the tariff.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman be cour-
teous enough to yield? I ecall attention to the fact the La
Follette bill is not to go into effect until the 1st of next
January. ‘

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not a question of the date of its
going into effect =0 much as the certainty of revising this im-
portant schedule. Besides, it would be necessary in a measure
of this kind to provide that it shall not become operative until
some time after its passage, so that business would have time
to adjust itself. Let me ask gentlemen on the other side if it
is their purpese and intention to prevent the revision of the
woolen schedule until the next administration? If that is the
attitnde of the Democratic Party, let it be known to the country,
let the Democratic side of the House carry the responsibility of
defeating a measure which, if they would agree to now, would
become a law.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman knows and
every man on that side of the House knows that we have long
desired to revise the woolen schedule, and if you will agree to
the Underwood bill, you will have a revigion now. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It looks to the ordinary citizen as if
this question had been nursed along for campaign purpoeses.
The Senate amendment will operate in a reduction of the duty
on the woolen schedule of from 45 to 50 per cent all along the
line. Here is an opportunity, gentlemen, to pass a bill that will
reduce the duties on the clothing that the people of the country
wear from 45 to 50 per cent. You have the opportunity to
do it now.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Who is responsible for the
delay?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. We are not running the business of
the House; we are in a helpless minority. I want to say a word
in relation to the attitude of the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr, HrirL]. He says the so-called La Follette proposition will
reduce ‘the duty on wool and woolen fabrics 16§ per cent below
the rate of the Wilson tariff of 1804, I heard him not very
long ago pronounce a very high encomium upon the Payne tariff,
because it made the rates below the Wilson tariff.

Mr. HILL. On the whole 14 schedules.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But the woolen schedule had no share
in the glory of getting the duties down below the Wilson rate.

Mr. KI'TCHIN, I will yield the gentleman two minutes to
answer this: Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crua-
racker] say whether he favors the Hill bill or whether he
favors the La Follette bill?

Mr, CRUMPACKER. If I had my way about it, I would
enact the so-called Hill bill into law.

Mr. KITCHIN. Have you ever read it?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. With some degree of care.

Mr. KITCHIN. What is the difference between the Hill bill
and the La Follette bill? How much is the difference in the
rates?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is some difference in the rates.
I think the Hill bill is a little higher in some respects.

Mr. KITCHIN. Is not the Hill bill 25 per cent higher?

_Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not; and it is more equitable in
a good many respects.

Mr. Speaker, my attitude is this: There is an opportunity
now of passing a bill that may become a law. We may agree
to the substitute offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
PayNe], and that means conference. One bird in the hand is
worth two in conference.

Mr. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman believe that the Presi-
dent would sign the La Follette bill?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not authorized to speak for him,
but I think he would.

Mr. KITCHIN. If so, why did all the stand-pat Republicans
of the Senate vote against it?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not responsible for anything in
the Senate.

Mr. HILI. Did the gentleman say that the Payne bill as
now offered as a substitute was 25 per cent higher than the
La Follette bill?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No, sir; I did not say that. I say
the Senate amendment approximates the facts reported by the
Tariff Board. That amendment provides a rate for a large class
of fabrics at 55 per cent ad valorem. The rate on raw wool is
35 per cent. The rate on the fabric is 55 per cent, so the process

-session and was vetoed by the President.

of conversion of wool into cloth is protected by a 55 per cent
rate plus the excess of the duty on raw wool of 20 per cent, and
it seems to me that is high enough for protective purposes.

Mr. HILL. I wish to say that every individual member of
the Tariff Board approves the bill of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. PAYNE].

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I freelyadmitthat the bill offered by the
gentleman from Yew York [Mr. PaxnNe] as a substitute for the
Senate amendment, taken as a whole, is perhaps the most equitable
and carefully prepared measure that has been submitted for con-
sideration. As I said a moment ago, however, if that bill should
be adopted as a substitute, the measure would be sent to the
Senate and in all likelihood would go into conference. At this
stage of the session it would mean that if the bill goes into
conference the prospects for having an agreement between the
two Houses and effective action would be very remote indeed.
The Senate amendment which I have asked the House to agree
to is a substantial embodiment of the essential facts contained
in the Tariff Board's report. If the House should agree to that
amendment the bill then would be ready to be submitted to
the President for his approval. It is substantially different
from the bill that passed the two Houses of Congress at the last
Furthermore, at
that time the Tariff Board had made no report, and it was im-
possible for the President or anyone else to determine whether
the bill that was submitted to him even approximately covered
the difference in the cost of production here and in foreign
countries. Conditions are different now. The report of the
Tariff Board on the wool schedule has been before Congress
over seven months, and careful examination of the report of the
board will justify the conclusion that-the Senate amendment
substantially covers the difference in cost of production here
and in foreign countries.

I am anxious for that amendment to prevail, because if it
does I believe it means legislation. It means a thorough re-
vision of the wool schedule. It means a reduction of the duties
upon one of the great necessaries of life—from 45 per cent to
50 per cent on an average—and at the same time the mainte-
nance of a rate of duties sufficiently high as to proteet Amer-
fcan manufacturers against disastrous foreign competition. It
is of vital importance to have legislation at as early a date as
is practicable, providing always that the legislation is wise
and just. We are here offering our Democratic adversaries an
opportunity to vote into law a provision that is safe and, from
their standpoint, one that will relieve the consumers of woolen
goods from a burden that our adversaries claim they have been
unjustly ecarrying for many years.

They seem to hesitate because the measure is not one of their
own creation, because it does not carry the label of “tariff for
revenue only.” They know full well that if the Senate amend-
ment is not agreed to that the bill will go into conference and
that it will either die there or that the conferees will report
substantially the same bill that was reported last summer,
which will be vetoed by the President. The President can not
well do otherwise.

The country must know that all of this talk and pretense of
revising the tariff schedules in the interest of the consumer is
pure buncombe, read in the light of the action of the Democratic
majority in this body. They stubbornly refuse to accept any-
thing in the way of tariff revision that does not fully conform
to their own unwise and dangerous policy. They will not accept
a reduction of 50 per cent of the duties on wool, because they
believe in a reduction of 60 per cent. If they can not get a
whole loaf, they prefer no bread at all. If they can not secure
for the people complete relief, from their own standpoint, they
prefer to withheld from the people any relief at all. My judg-
ment is that if their own bill were enacted into law it would
paralyze the woolen industry in the country and throw hun-
dreds of thousands of men and women out of employment and
go a long way toward precipitating a general industrial panie.

We are told that the report of the Tariff Board is inaccurate
and that it is subject to any-one of a half dozen interpreta-
tions. These criticisms are unfair and unjust, It is true that
the differences in the cost of production of woolen fabries in
this country and in foreign countries can not be ascertained to
a mathematical certainty, because of the differences that exist
in the cost of production in different individual mills and in
different localities in the same country. One who studies the
report of the Tariff Board with a view to finding facts that will ~
authorize the maintenance of a very high duty upon woolens
will accept the highest cost of production in this country as
against the lowest cost of production in foreign countries, and
upon this premise he will build a tariff that will be practically
prohibitive. On the other hand, one who desires to eliminate
all protective duties will study the report of the Tariff Board
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to find justification for advocating free trade. He will take the
lowest cost of production in the United States and compare'it
with the highest cost of production in foreign countries and
conclude that it costs as much to manufacture woolens abroad
as it does at home, and therefore there is no need of a tariff
on woolen fabrics at all.

Honest, unbiased, sensible men will discover in the report of
the Tariff Board the average cost of the great volume of woolen
fabries manufactured abroad that may enter our ports and oc-
cupy our markets against home production, unless there is a
duty to protect the home product. They will not take the cost
of production in a mill here that may produce cheaply, or an-
other there that may produce at a very high cost, but they will
take the difference in the cost of production of the great bulk
in this country as compared with the great bulk of other coun-
tries, and from a business standpoint will ascertain the rate of
duty that will be necessary to protect the American producer,
and at the same time not be sufficiently high as to enable him
to extort undue prices for his products from the consumer. It
is a business question to be worked out by business methods.

I have given the Senate amendment careful study, and I am
satisfied that under its operation no American industry will
suffer. I feel assured that the duties carried in that amend-
ment are high enough to protect every legitimate swoolen indus-
try in this country against destructive competition from abroad.

The present tariff on wool is unduly high. It is unscientific
and unbusinesslike. If the Sénate amendment should be agreed
to and become a law, this Congress will have to its credit the
enactment of no more important item of legislation than that,
nor one that will meet with more earnest commendation of the
people.

Mr., McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of concurring in
the Senate amendment, with the amendment proposed by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. With regard to the
Senate bill I would say that, however high the opinion of
gentlemen may be concerning the qualities of the author of
that bill, and I admit the justice of much that is said in his
favor, he did not have the benefit when he drew it of the in-
vestigations made by the Tariff Board. I am in favor of the
amendment submitted by the gentleman from New York, be
cause it comes as near as the seven minority members of the
Ways and Means Committee could bring it to conform with the
report of the Tariff Board. And unless we are to have a revi-
sion of the wool schedule along lines on which we as a party
are pledged to draw such a bill, then I frankly say that the
responsibility should go to the other side of the House for
drawing a bill according to their theory. I do not believe in
mongrel tariff bills which represent neither party, which may do
harm, and which may benefit nobody, and for which no single
party can be held responsible.

I agree with much that was said by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Harrisox]. I trust that the result may show that
he is a false prophet, but if he is correct in his prophecy that
Mr. Wilson will be President of the United States on the 4th
of next March, then his position is entirely logical. His party
has been in the minority for 16 years, and now when they see
the promised land before them they compromise away their
position on the tariff and agree to a tariff bill which does not
conform to their views in any respect. I should hardly like to
follow the gentleman as a prophet, because I might have to imi-
tate Cassandra and prophesy evil. But we will have the issue
fairly drawn, and if after the 4th of next March the Demo-
cratic Party is to be in control in the country and is to frame
tariff legislation according to their platform and according to
the speeches of its leaders during this session, then the Amer-
iean people will have an opportunity to judge from the effect
upon industry, from the derangement, as I believe, of production
which will follow, and the evil consequences of their action,
whether they want tariff legislation upon Democratic lines or
upon Iiepublican lines. But if we compromise, if both parties
agree here to a measure that is neither Republican nor Demo-
cratie, then no party can be held respongible. I am willing that
those gentlemen who have the responsibility, if we are not to
have a Republican tariff bill, should bear either the glory or
the ignominy of whatever the result may be. [Applause on the
Republican side.]

With regard to the bill which is ealled the “ La Follette bill,”
it is clear that it does not accord with the Tariff Board report
as to rates upon many important items, and eSpecially in the
character of duties. The Tariff Board recommended specific
duties and the La Follette bill is made up of ad valorem duties.
I would Iike to see, as I said, the report of the Tariff Board
embodied in law.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a very brief question?

XLVIII—623

© Mr. McCALIL. Certainly. :

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is there not another essential differ-
ence in that it does not follow the recommendation of the Tariff
Board to assess the duty npon the scoured pound, and not upon
the pound of raw wool? Is not that one of the very essential
differences?
thMr McCALL. The gentleman from Ohlo is correct about

at.

-Now, I do not wish to say much more in regard to the
report of the Tariff Board, which has been often criticized
upon the floor of this House, but I will quote an authority
who I think is an authority of the first rank. He is weighty
because of the position he has held upon the tariff in the past, in
view of his eminence as an economic scholar, and of the world-
wide reputation which he bears. Prof. Taussig, of Harvard
University, in an article published not long ago concerning the
report of the Tariff Board, concluded in these words:

Economists will long find in these volumes a mine of information,
and will be grateful for them when the political squabbles which now
turn on them have been forgotten.

I wish to have a law passed here, as our party is pledged to
pass one, baged upon the report of the Tariff Board. But if we
can not have a law on that basis, then let the Democratic Party
assume the responsibility, and let them act upon their theories
and embody them in law. [Applause.]

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the report of this Tariff
Board is the most remarkable document that has ever been pre-
sented to the Congress of the United States. The gentleman
from Connecticut [Mr. Hir] states to this House, and 1 have
no doubt in all good faith, so far as he is concerned, that his
bill is sustained by the Tariff Board's report. The Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Forrerre], at the other end of the
Capitol, states to the Senate that his bill is sustained by the
Tariff Board's report, and gentlemen on that side of the House
assert that the La Follette bill should be passed, because the
La Follette bill is written in conformity with the Tariff Boald‘
report.

So far as I have been able to ascertain, the Tariff Board's
report sustains the Democratic bill, so far as the report goes;
and I want to challenge any man to point out where that report
goes, in the ascertainment of facts of its own knowledge, beyond
the question of a finding on raw wool and a finding on tops and
a finding on yarn.

Now that is all the Tariff Board ever found as a matter of
their own knowledge. It is true that they submitted certain
samples of cloth to certain manufacturers in this country and
abroad, asking them how much it would cost to make this sam-
ple in this country, and askimg the foreign manufacturers how
much it would cost to make it abroad—to make what they
stated was a similar sample—and then they quote the state-
ments of those manufacturers. Was that a finding of the Tariff
Board? None whatever.

Now, outside of what they found on raw wool and on tops
and on yarn, and these statements coming from third parties in
reference to cloth, I challenge gentlemen to show me where
they had made any statement about anything else in reference
to the wool bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an inter-
ruption?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. HILL. Does not the gentleman know that both the bill
he had the honor to introduce and the bill that is now pre-
sefited by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon], with
a motion to concur in the amendment, were written months
before the Tariff Board made any report at all?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. HILL. So that if there is any real harmony between the
two it is a mere guess. The only change in the La Follette
bill is a reduction of 5 per cent from the bill written months
before the Tariff Board report was made, and the House bill is
the same bill, with no change whatever on the part of the
gentleman from Alabama. If there is any harmony, it is a
good guess, that is all.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not want the gentleman to take
my time. I will yield to him all the time he wants. I am not
contending that our bill was written on the report of the Tariff
Board. I say the Tariff Board accepted the result of our find-
hilgs }ﬂnd found the same result. [Applause on the Democratic
side. '

There is not any man that ean deny the proposition that the
Tariff Board's findings as to the duty that should be levied on
tops sustained the Democratic bill, and that as to the duty
whlch should be levied on yarn they sustained the Democratic




9912

CONGRESSIONATL RECORD-—HOUSE.

Jury 30,

bill, and you did not deny it when the bill was before the
House. [Applanse on the Democratic side.]

Now, on cloth there is no finding whatever, I say, by the Tariff
Board. They went out to some manufacturers to ascertain
what it would cost to make cloth here and abroad, and then they
came back here and gave that statement as a report, and I asked
what the cloth was and who the manufacturers were; they de-
clined to give the information to the Committee on Ways and
Means. And yet you ask the Congress of the United States
to write a tariff bill on a report of facts that were assembled
by British and American wool manufacturers [applause on the
Democratic side], and it is on that kind of a report that you
and your President desire to deny relief to the American people.
[Applause on the Demoeratic side.] :

Now, as I stated, the items reported on by the Tariff Board
are about half the number of items in the tariff bill, and your
board made no report whatever on the other items—merely
threw it ount, without information or any desire to give us in-
formation.

There was nothing in the world for the Committee on Ways
and Means to do after that report ecame in ‘but to stand by the
bill it had originally reported to this House. "That bill ecuts the
tax on raw wool nearly in half. It ents the tax on the finished
product of the woolen manufacturers nearly in half. It reduces
the wool schedule from an average of 90 per cent on manu-
factured wool to 42 per cent. It is not a drastic bill. It is a
very moderate tariff bill. And, eliminating what the manu-
facturer has to pay in the way of tariff on raw wool, it still
leaves to the American manufacturer of cloth 82 per cent ad
valorem protection.

Now, when this total labor cost, as shown by the report, is
only 21 per cent, and the difference in the labor cost is admitted
by everyone to be only one-half, and 10 or 11 per cent ad valorem
would equal the difference in labor cost, here is a bill that
gives the manufacturer 82 per cent protection. Do you say
that is drastic and unfair to the American manufacturer? It
gives him more than an ample protection.

But the Democratic Commitfee on Ways and Means did not
attempt to be radical in this matter. It did not pretend to be
radical. The Democratic platform that was in existence when
the bill was written favored a graduval reduction of these tar-
iff rates, and we made a gradual reduction in this bill.

The Tariff Board report has been made. That was an excuse
why the President would not sign the woolen bill. Gentlemen
on that gide predicted that this bill would never come back to
the House. It is here. I am mnot in favor of the amendment
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Forrerte]. I
am ready now and will be ready when this bill goes to confer-
ence to give relief to the American people, even if I can not
give all the relief that I beliege is right and fair and just.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do.

Mr. ALLEN. Is it thie purpose in sending the bill to confer-
ence to try to defeat legislation, or is it the intention to try to
harmonize the differences between the two Houses and agree on
a bill as speedilty as possible?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that, of
course, I can not answer for my colleagues on the committee.
I am assuming that as chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Means I will be on the conference committee, and I will spealk
for myself. So far as I am concerned, my purpoese is, if possi-
ble, to relieve the American people from the burden of taxation
that now rests on them, and I should like to relieve them at
once. z
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman's motion so far has not asked
for a conference.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not expect to ask for a conference
NOW.

Mr., MANN. Because the Senate may recede?

Mr. UNDERWOOD., There may be a question as to whether
the Senate will recede. I will be perfectly candid with the
gentleman and with the House. My reason in not asking for a
conference now is because I prefer my bill to the compromise
bill. If I ean get my bill, I am going to try to get it.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will

Mr. LENROOT. Would the gentleman prefer his bill vetoed
to a compromise bill signed?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wis-
consin that I believe there is a greater probability of the Presi-
dent of the United States signing the Democratic House wool

bill than there is of his signing Senator La Forrerre's bill
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I think there is very much
stronger probability, and there is a reason for it. I will teli
you why. The La Follette bill has made praectically no reduc-
tion on raw wool. It has made a reduction on the finished
product. The burden of the La Follette bill on the manufac-
turer will be very much heavier because of the high tax it puts
on raw wool aud because of the reduction on the finished prod-
uct than the Democratic tariff bill will be. There is no use of
concealing that fact. There is a broader margin between our
tax on raw wobl and the tax on the finished product than thera
is in the Senate mendment.

Mr. KITCHIN. But our bill, on the whole, is lower.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But our bill, on the whole, is lower than
the Senate bill would be and less burden on the American peo-
ple, because we do not put as high a tax on raw wool. That is
the whole difference.

Mr. LENROOT. Which bill does the gentleman think offers
greater competition from abroad?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think our hill does, because it is lower.

Mr. LENROOT. One more question. Is that to the interest
of the American manufacturer, does the gentleman think?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The competition with the American
manufacturer comes when you estimate his cost. You could
leave the Payne tariff rate, averaging 90 per cent on the finished
product, and put a high enough tax on raw wool to put the
American manufacturer out of business, notwithstanding the
fact that the present rate is purely prohibitory, because when
you increase the manufacturer’s cost here by increasing his
cost of raw wool you enable the foreigner o come in and com-
pete with him, because you cut down his margin of profit;

hIlr. KITCHIN. Because the foreigner pays no duty on raw
wool.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. ‘The foreigner pays no duty
on raw wool. If you put the rate high enough on raw wool,
even under the Payne law, you could put the manufacturer out
of existence. And there is where I criticize the Senate bill. T
say there is no justification for the Senate bill. TUnder the
theory of protection, with the tax yom have on raw wool, the
report of the Tariff Board showed clearly, if it showed any-
thing—and the report of the Tariff Board on raw wool was
more full and complete than all the balance of their report put
together—they showed conclusively that so far as territorial
wool is concerned there was no necessity of levying any tariff
whatever for the purpose of protection, and the only place where
they held that a tariff was necessary to be levied for protection
on raw wool was for the merino sheep in Ohio and that section
of the country. There they said that your present tariff rate of
11 and 12 cents a pound was not high enough to protect the
growing of that class of sheep, but they also said that the half-
breed sheep that could be sold for mutton, that was raised in
Ohio and that country, could be grown without any tariff pro-
tection whatever on the wool.

If we were writing the tax on the theory of protection, there
is nothing in this Tariff Board report that would justify our
putting one cent of tax on raw wool. The Democratic Party
put a tax on raw wool, not for protection, but for the purpose
of raising $17,000,000 revenue that we felt we could not dispense
with. That is why we put the tax on raw wool.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Why, then, does the gentleman put
raw wool on the free list, when it produces a very large revenue,
when the gentleman admits that the revenue is necessary?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is a matter of discretion as to where
you shall levy a tax for revenue, and the Democratic position
on sugar recognized the fact that sugar produces a large
amount of revenue; but we said that the tax on sugar went
into the home of every man in the United States, high or low,
rieh or poor.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does not wool go into every home?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not as fully as sugar does. And we
substituted for the $50,000,000 tax raised on sugar an excise
tax to raise $60,000,000 from the pockets of the wealth of this
country, [Applause on the Democratic side.] By that substi-
tution we felt that we could put sugar on the free list, and the
reason we have the tax on raw weol is for the purpose of rais-
ing revenue, and that alone. Therefore I say you ean nof go
by this Tariff Board report. There is no man on that side of
the House that dares say it is a full and complete report. There
are no two men on that side of the House who can come to
the same conclusion, if you locked them up in different roems,
as to what the Tariff Board's report means. As a_matter of
fact, when the gentleman from Conneeticut [Mr. Hms] brought
in his bill before the Ways and Means Committee and sub-
mitted it as a substitute, the roll was called, and a record was
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taken—and therefore I am not disclosing the secrets of the
committee that are not liable to be given out—and the balance
of his colleagues did not vote, because they did not know what
was in the bill, and he had to_sustain the bill in the committee
alone.

Mr. HILL. To what bill does the gentleman refer? Every
one of them voted for it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The wool bill.

Mr. HILYL. Why, certainly; it was presented upon the floor
of the House by the géntleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE].

' Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I am mistaken, Mr. Speaker, I apolo-
gize.

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is no more mistaken than in re-
gard to many other things, but he has made a complete mistake
in regard to this.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My recollection is that when the gentle-
man presented his bill before the committee his colleagues said
they did not know what was in his bill and therefore would not
vote for it.

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in reference
to the wool bill. The bill was presented by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. PAYNE].

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, some of my colleagues
advise me that it was the gentleman’s cotton bill in respect to
which that happened.

Mr. HILL. Oh, we will take that up later.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But it was in reference to a Tariff
Board report, and it merely illustrates the proposition I made—

that after the gentleman had written a bill following the Tariff

Boeard report on cotton, his own colleagues could not recognize
it. [Laughter on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HILL., I am entirely prepared now to discuss that propo-
sition. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the cotton ques-
tion at this time?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No.

Mr. HILI. Then I would suggest that he confine himself to
the wool bill.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, my suggestion was that the gen-
tleman from Alabama called up the cotton bill without notice,
and I had not even read the cotton bill prepared by the gentle-
man from Connecticut, and I did not know anything about it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Srcaker, I hope that this House
will send this bill back to the Senate, disagreeing to the Senate
amendments. I hope when the bill goes to the Senate that
body will change its mind and conclude to abandon its amend-
ments and send this House bill to the President of the United
States. If the Senate does that, then, in compliance with his
pledges, in compliance with his statement to the American peo-
ple that after a tariff board had given Congress the informa-
tion it desired he was in favor of legislation, he will be com-
pelled to sign the bill. If a Democratic House and a Repub-
lican Senate send him legislation, I contend that he ean not
refuse to sign it without stultifying himself before the Ameri-
can people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But if the
Senate of the United States concludes not to accept the House
bill and insists on its amendments and asks for a conference,
then the committee on conference, at least those representing
this side of the House, will go to that conference in.the hope
that they can reach an agreement that will nltimately secure
relief to the American people.

Mr Speaker, I ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from New York to concur with an amendment.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk ealled the roll; and there were—yeas T8, nays 158,
answered “ present” 8, not voting 146, as follows:

NAYS—ISS.
Adair Driscoll, D. A, James Rauch
Adamson Estopinal Johnson, Ky. Reilly
. 8 Evans Johnson, 8. C, Robinson
Alexander Fergusson Jones Rothermel
Allen Finle vent Rouse
Anderson, Minn. Ilood, Va. Kinkead, N. J. Rubey
Anderson, Ohlo  Floyd, Ark. tehin Rucker, Colo,
Ansherry Foster Konig Russell
Ashbrook Fowler Korbly Shackleford
Bathrick Francis Lamb Sharp
Beall, Tex. Gallagher Lee, Ga. Sims
Blackmon George Lee, Pa. Sisson
Boehne Glass . Lenroot Slayden
Brantley Godwin, N. C. Lever Small
Buchanan Goeke Lindbergh Smith, Tex.
Bulkley Goodwin, Ark. Linthicum Stanley
Burke, Wis, raham Littlepage Stedman
Burleson ray Lloyd Stephens, Nebr,
Burnett Gregg, Pa. Lobeck Stephens. Tex.
Byrns, Tenn. Gregg, Tex. MeCoy . Stone
Candler Gudger McDermott Sulzer
Carlin Hamill McKellar Bweet
Claypool Hamlin Ma !re, Nebr. Taggart
Clayton Hammond Mahe Talcott, N. Y.
“line Hanna 1\m.rt.u:l, Colo. Taylor, Colo,
Connell Hargiy' May: Thayer
onry Harrison, Miss, Morrlson Townsend
Cox, Ind. Harrison, N. ¥, Moss, Ind. Tribble
Cullop Hay Murray Tuttle
Curley Hayden Neeley Underwood
Davis, Minn Heflin Oldfield Watkins
Davis, W. Va Helgesen O'Shaunessy ebb
nt Henry, Tex. Padgett ‘Whitacre
Dickinson Hensley Page White
Dickson, Miss. Holland Pepper Wilson, Pa.
Difenderfer Houston Post Witherspoon
Dixon, Ind. Howard Pou Woods, lowa
Donohoe Hull Rainey The Speaker
Doremus Humphreys, Miss. Raker
Doughton Jacoway Ransdell, La.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—S8.
Berger Butler Hilk Parran
Browning Dwight MeCall Sparkman
NOT VOTING—146.
Afken, 8. C. Denver Hughes, Ga. Powers
Ainey Dies Ilgihes, N. J. Pujo
Ames Dodds Jackson Randell, Tex,
Andrus Dra Kindred Redfield
Anthony Dr!scoll M. E. Konop Iteyburn
Ayres Dupré Kopp Richardson
Barnhart Dyer Lafferty Riordan
Bartlett Edwards Langham Roberts, Nev.
Bates Ellerbe Langley Roddenbery
Bell, Ga Esch Lawrence Rucker, Mo,
Booher Fairchild Legare Sabath
Borland Faison Levy Saunders
Bradley Farr Lewis Scully
Broussard Ferris Lindsay Sheppard
Brown Fields Littleton Sherley
Burgess Fitzgerald Loud Bherwood
Burke, Pa Focht McGilllcndd, Slemp
Byrnes, 8. C, Fordney MeGuire, Ok Smith, J. M. C.
Callawa Fornes McHenr, Smith, Cal.
Camphe Garner MeKenzie Smith, N. Y.
Cantrill Garrett Macon Stack
Carter Goldfogle Madden Stephens, Miss.
Cary Gould Martin, 8. Dak.  Talbott, Md.
Catlin Guernsey Matthews Taylor, Ala.
Clark. Fla. Hamllton, Mich. Moon, Pa. Thistlewood
Collier Hamilton, W, Va. Moon, Tenn Thomas
Cooper Hardwick oore, Tex. Turnbull
Covington Harris Morgan Underhill
Cox, Ohlo Hartman Morse, Wis, Vreeland
Cravens Hayes Murdock Warburton
Currier Heald Nelson Weeks
Dalzell Helm Nf‘e Wilder
Danforth Henry, Conn Olmsted Wilson, N. Y.
Daugherty H lgé? Palmer Wood, N. J.
Davenport Hinds Patten, N. Y. Young, Tex.
Davidson Hobson Peters
De Forest Howell Porter

So the motion to concur with an amendment was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. JacksoN (to concur) with Mr. HucHEs of New Jersey

(against).

Mr. Broussarp with Mr. THISTLEWOOD.

YEAS—TS.

Austin Griest Miller Epeer
Barchfeld Haugen Mondell Steenerson
Bartholdt Hawley Moore, Stephens, Cal,
Bowman Howland ott Sterling
Burke, 8. Dak, Hughes, W. Ya. Needham Stevens, Minn,
Calder Humphrey, Wash. Norris Sulloway
Cannon Kahn Patton, Pa. Switzer
Copley Kendall Payne Taylor, Ohio
Crago Kenn Pickett Tilson
Crumpacker Kinkaid, Nebr.  Plumley Towner

urry Knowland Pra Utter
Foss Lafean Prince Vare
French La Follette Prouty Volstead
Fuller Longworth Rees edemeyer
Gardner, Mass. MeCreary Roberts, Mass. Willis
Gardner, N. J. MeKinley Rodenberg Wilson, I11.
Gillett McKinne; Sells Young, Kans.
Good MeLanghlin Simmons Young, Mich.
Green, Towa McMorran Sloan
Greene, Mass, Mann Smith, Saml. W.

Until August 1:
Mr. Cox of Ohio with Mr. ANTHONY.
Until August 28: -
Mr. Byryes of South Carolina with Mr. MADDEN, 5
Until further notice:
Mr. Ferris with Mr. GUERNSEY.
Mr. ParrEx of New York with Mr. REYBUEN.
. Mr. Fiertps with Mr. LANGLEY.
Mr. Rucker of Missouri with Mr. DYER.
. L}[r. Parmer with Mr. Hrorn (with mutual privilege to trans-
er).
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

SAuNDERS with Mr. FocHT.
Perers with Mr. McCALL.
Faison with Mr, DeE FoRresT.
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. TaoxmAS with Mr. VEREELAND.

. SHERWo0D with Mr. Woep of New Jersey,

. Epwarps with Mr. DALzELL, :
. SPARKMAN with Mr. DAviDSON, ;
. GARRETT with Mr. ForRDNEY.

Harnpwick with Mr, CAMPRELL.
Scurny with Mr. BRowxNING.
. CALLAWAY with Mr. MrciAern E. DRISCOLL.
. LrrreeroN with Mr. DwicHT. 2
. Legare with Mr. Loup. ]
. DuprE with Mr. WiLpER.
Pudo with Mr., Speme.
. Tareorr of Maryland with Mr. ParraN.
. Tayror of Alabama with Mr. HARTMAN. :
. A1kex of South Carolina with Mr. AINEY. 1
. Avyres with Mr. AMEs.
. BarnHART With Mr. Borke of Pennsylvania.
. BornaNp with Mr. CATLIN.
. BrowN avith Mr. DAXFORTH.
. CaxtrILL with Mr. Dopps.
. CARTER with Mr. DRAPER.
. Crarg of Florida with Mr. Haxmimwrox of Michigan,
. Corrrer with Mr. Faze.
. CovixagroN with Mr. Harris.
. DaveHERTY with Mr. HeArp.
. DAvENPORT with Mr. Hexry of Connecticut,
. Dies with Mr. HiceINs.
. Krrerse with Mr. -CURRIER.
. FrrzgERALD with Mr. HiNDs.
. GARNER with Mr. HowELL.
. GorproGLE with Mr. LAWRENCE.
Hamirtow of West Virginia with Mr. qu?rmrr.
. Hery with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma.
. HugHEs of Georgia with Mr. McKENZIE.
. Kixprep with Mr. MarTIiN of South Dakota.
. Levy with Mr. PowEers.
. MoGruricuppy with Mr. MATTHEWS.
. Moor of Tennessee with Mr. Moox of Pennsylvania.
. Rionmagpsox with Mr. ‘NyYE.
. SHERLEY with Mr. OLMSTED.
. SarrH of New York avith Mr. PorTER.
SteraENs of Mississippi with Mr. ReBerts of Nevada,
UxperHILL with Mr. J. M. C. SayuTH.
. Witson of New York with Mr. Sarra of California.
. Youne of Texas with Mr. Korp.
* the mession:
. ‘Burcrss with Mr. WEEKS.
. HomsoN with Mr. FArrcHILD.
. BeELL of Georgia with Mr, LANGHAM.
. Forwes with Mr. BRADLEY.
. Riorpax with Mr. ANDRUS.

Mr. BarTrerT with Mr. BUTLER.

Mr. TurNeULL with Mr. HAYES.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Speaker, T find T am paired with Mr.
Scurry, of New Jersey. I voted “aye’ I desire to withdraw
my vote and answer “ present.”

The name of Mr. BrowxNiNe was called, and he answered
& Pres@nt_”

Mr. McCALL. Mr, Speaker, I voted “aye,” and I am paired
with my colleague Mr. I’rms, and ‘T desire to withdraw my
vote and answer ‘* present.”

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name.

The name of Mr. MecCarLr was called, and he answered
& Premt-l,

Mr, DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. LiTTLE-
ToXN, of New York. I voted *aye,” and desire to withdraw my
-vote and answer “ present.”

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name.

The name of Mr. DwicHT was called, and he answered
“ Present.”

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Bartierr. I find he is absent.
I voted “aye,” and I swvonld like to withdraw my vote.

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman's name.

The name of Mr. Burrer was called, and he answered
“ Present.” 0

The SPEAKER. Call my name.
= The name of Mr. Crark of Missouri ywas called, and he voted

m"!

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The question is—did the gentleman from
Indiana want to offer his motion?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I thought it swas pending; if it is mot,

SHEPPARD with Mr. BaTes. A i

I move the House concur in the Senate amendment,

“The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Sen-

ate amendment,

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the noes
seemed to have it.

AMlr. ASHBROOK.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and
nays on the vote.
The SPEAKER. TForty-three gentlemen have arisen, not a

sufficient number.

It takes 46——

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side,
The negative was taken.
The SPEAKER. On this vote the ayes are 43, the noes are
192; 43 is a sufficient number, and the Clerk will eall the roll.
[Applause.] "This vote is on the meotion of the gentleman from
Indiana to concur in the Senate amendment.

' The question was taken; and there were—yeas 56, nays 179,
| answered * present” T, mﬂ: voting 148, as follows:

‘1 Akin, N. Y.

Anderson, Minn,
Ashbrook

| Bowman

Burke, 8. Dak.
Copley
Cruompacker
Curry

Davis, Minn.
Donohoe
Francis

| French

Fuller
Gardner, N..J,

Adair
Adamson
AJemnder
Alles
Antiersou Ohio
Ansberry
Austin
Barchfeld
Bartholdt
‘Bathrick
Beall, Tex.
Blackmon
Boehne

y
Davis, W. Va.
Dent ’
Dickinson
Difenderfer
Dixon, Ind.
Bnrcuﬁkm

oughton
Driscoll, D. A,
Estopinal
Evans
Fergusson

Berger
Browning

Afken, 8. C.
Alney
Ames
Andrus
Anthony
Ayres
Barnhart
Bartlett
Dates
Bell, Ga.
Booher
Borland
Bradiey
Brown
Burgess
Burke, Pa.
Byrnes, 8. C.
Callawa
Campbel
Cantrill
Carter
Cary

YEAS—G0.
Good ™ Lenroot
Green, Towa ' | Lindbe
Griest McLaung)
Hanna Miller
Hawley Moss, Ind.
Helgesen ‘Mott
Hughes, W. Va. Norris
Kendall Patton, Pa.
Kennedy Pickett
Kent Prince
Kinkaid, Nebr, Prouty
Lafean Rees
La.ﬂer(]y Roberts, Mass,
La Follette Rucker, Colo.
NAYB—1790.
Finle Kinke.ad N.J.
Fl , Va, Kiteh
Floyd, Ark. Knowlmd
Foss lf
Foster Korb ¥y
Fowler LamlEi
Gallagher Lee, Ga.
Gardner, Mass, Lee Pa.
3e0r Lever
Gillett Linthieum
Glass Littlepage
Godwin, N. C. Liloyd
G Lobeck
Goodwin, Ark. Longworth
R MeCoy
ray McCreary
Greene, Masgs. McDermott
Gregg, Pa. McKellar
Gregg, Tex. MeKinley
Gudger McKinney
) AlcMorran
Hamlin Maﬁulre. Nebr.
Hammond Maher
Hagly Mann
Harrison, Miss. Martin, Colo.
Harrison, N. Y. 'Mondell
Hauagen Moore, Pa.
Hay Morrison
Hayden Murray
Hedflin Needham
Henry, Tex. Neeley
Hensley Oldfield
Holland ('Bhaunessy
Houston Padgett
Howard Page
Howland Payne
Hull Pepper

Humphrey, Wash.

Plu;nley

Humphreys, Miss. Pos

Jacoway Pou
James Pray
Johnson, Ky. Rainey
Johnson, 8. C. Raker
Jones Ransdell, La,
Kahn Rauch
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "'—
Butler ~Hill
Dwight Mays
NOT VOTING—148.
Catlin Edwards
Clark, Fla. Ellerbe
Collier Esch
Coaper Fairchild
Covington Faison
Cox, Ohio Farr
Cullop Ferris
Cuarrier Fields
Dalzell Fitzgerald
Danforth Focht
Daugherty Fordney
Davenport Fornes
Davidson Garner
De Forest Garrett
Denver Goldfogle
Dieckson, Miss. Gould
Dies Guernsey

Dodds

Draper
Driscoll, M., E.
Dupré

Dyer

Hardwick
Harris
Hartman

Hamilton, Mich,
Hamilton, W. Va.

Bells

loan

Smith, Baml. W,
Steenerson
'Stephens, Cal.
Stevens, i{inn.
Towner

Vare

Volstead
Wedemeyer
Whitaere
Wilson, I11.
Woods, lowa *
Young, Kans.

Rellly
Robinson
Rodenber

Etedman

5 rt
Tn{cott. N.X.

Taylor, Colo.
Taylor, Ohlo.
Thayer
Tilson
Townsend
Tribble
Tuttle
Underwood
Utter
Watkins
Webh
White
Willis
:{"ﬁxﬁon. Pa.
erspoon
Ymm ﬁ?gh.
peaker

Parran

Hayes
Heald
Helm
Henry, Conn.
Higgins
Hinds
Haobson
Howell
Hughes, Ga.
Hughes, N, I.
Jackson
Kindred
Konop

Kopp
Langham
Langley
Lawrence

¥
Littleton
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Loud Murdock Roberts, Nev. Btack

MeCall Nelson Roddenbery Steggens. Miss,

MeGillcudd; Nf'e Rucker, Mo. Talbott, Md.

MeGulre, Okla. Olmsted Sabath Taylor, Ala.

Mecllenr, Palmer Saunders Thistlewood

McKenzle Patten, N. X, Scully Thomas

Macon Peters Sheppard Turnbull

Madden Porter Bherley TUnderhill

Martin, 8. Dak. Powers Bherwood Vreeland

Matthews = . Pujo Sims Warburton

Moon, Pa. Randell, Tex. Slem Weeks

Moon, Tenn, Redfield Smith, J. M. C, Wilder

AMoore, Tex, Reyburn Smith, Cal. Wilson, N. Y.

Morgan Richardson Smith, N. Y. Wood, N. J.

Morse, Wis, Riordan Sparkman Young, Tex.
8o the motion to coneur in the Senate amendment was re-

Jected.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. Simus with Mr. HARRIS.

Mr. Mays with Mr, THISTLEWOOD.

For the vote:

Mr. JacksoN (to concur) with Mr. HucHEs of New Jersey
(against). i

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to change my vote from
“nay " to “ present.”

The name of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Mays] was
called, and he voted “ present.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name.

The name of Mr. CrArk of Missouri was called, and he voted
& nay.u

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. CRuMPACKER] is rejected, and that carries with it
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr: UNDERWOOD]
to disagree to the Senate amendment.

On motion of Mr. UxpERWooD, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the motion to concur in the Senate amendment was
rejected was laid on the table.

EXCISE TAX.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itgelf into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 21214,
known as the excise-tax bill, for the purpose of considering
the Senate amendments, and, pending that motion, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill may be considered in the House as
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNper-
woon] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the
Senate amendments to the excise bill, and, pending that, he asks
unanimous consent that the amendments may be considered in
the House as in the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union. i

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman
that I have no objection to that order. I want a separate vote
on amendments Nos, 12 and 13, one with reference to the repeal
%tm the reciprocity act and one with reference to the Tariff

rd.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There will be no objection on my part
to the gentleman getting that.

The SPEAKER. What is the agreement?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just stated to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. PayNE] that there would be no attempt
to prevent his getting a separate vote on those amendments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]
gives notice that he desires a separate vote on amendments
nB?:b;red 12 and 13, one on reciprocity and one on the Tariff

rd.

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Is it not true that a separate vote would have
to be taken on every amendment except by unanimous consent
otherwise?

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is correct about it.

Mr, MANN. Would not a separate vote have to be taken on
every amendment except by unanimous consent otherwise?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. Is there objection to
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon] ?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report
the first amendment.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, one or two gentlemen who have
spoken on the other bill desire unanimous consent to extend
their remarks in the Recorp. I do not ask it for myself.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that those gentlemen who spoke on the wool bill when it was

pending before the House have five legislative days in which
to extend their remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
woop] asks unanimous consent that all Members who spoke on
the wool bill shall have five legislative days in which to extend
their remarks in the Recorp on the bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ments to the excise bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, unless there is a desire
on the part of some gentlemen on the other side of the House
to have a vote on the other amendments to this bill—and most
of them are technical amendments, except the two amendments
indicated by the gentleman from New York, namely, 12 and 13—
I :LssltiEl unanimous consent to disagree to the other Senate amend-
ments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to disagree to all the Senate amendments except
those as to reciprocity and the Tariff Board. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
from New York desires to make his motion——

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in
the amendment numbered 12.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, on that motion I would like to
agree with the gentleman from New York as to how much time
he wants.

Mr. PAYNE. No -gentleman has spoken to me in regard to
time. I do not know of anyone who wishes it, unless it is the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If no gentleman on that side desires
time, I would like to have a vote.

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know whether any gentleman desires
time or not. \

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks on amendment numbered 12 in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HILI. Mr. Speaker, I make the same reqguest.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
Hion] makes the same request. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on amendment
numbered 12.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I make a similar request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]
submits a similar request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on amend-
ment No. 12. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unani-
mous consent that gentlemen who desire to speak on amendment
No. 12, the repeal of the Canadian reciprocity pact, may have
five legislative days in which to extend their remarks in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UspEr-
woob] asks unanimous consent that all gentlemen who desire to
do =0 may have five legislative days in which to extend their
remarks in the Recorp on the Canadian reciprocity pact. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House concur in
Senate amendment No. 12.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker, if gentle-
men do not desire to discuss the amendment. . 3

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the proposition.

The SPEAKER. Is this the reciprocity amendment that is to
be voted on now?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it is the repeal of the reciprocity bill.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment
be reported. g

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Tows-
sENp] asks that the amendment be reported. Without objec-
tion, the Clerk will report Senate amendment No. 12.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

(12) Sec. 11, That the act entitled “An aet to promote mlproca'l

trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for otheg‘pugposes, i
approved July 26, 1911, be, and is hereby, repealed: Provided, That
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from and after the passage of this act the duty on chemical wood pul
sghall be one-twelfth of 1 cent per
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound i
paper as deseribed in paragraph 409 of the act approved Auggst
cent per pound If value ve 3
per pound, two-tenths of 1 cent per ymmd if valued above 3 cents and
not above 5 cents per pound, and ed

shall be one-tenth of 1

above 5 cents per pound.

The SPEAKER.

med, d
bleach

4 per cent ad valorem Iif valu

motion he demands the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of repealing the reciprocity
pact will vote ““yea" when their names are called; those op-

posed will vote “nay.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 126,

at not a

weight, If unbleached, an
, and the duty on printin
1909,
cents

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]
moves to concur in Senate amendment numbered 12, and on that

answered * present ” 8, not voting 149, as follows:

Akin, N. Y,
Anderson, Minn,
Ashbrook
Austin
Barehfeld
Rartholdt
Bathrick
Bowman
Broussard
Burke, 8. Dak.
Burke, W
Cannon
Claypool
Copley
Crago
Crumpacker
Curry

Davis, Minn.
Difenderfer
Doughton

Foss

Foster

Fowler

French

Fuller
Gardner, Mass.
Gardner, N. J.

Adailr
Adamson
Alexander
Allen
Anderson, Ohio
Ansberry
Beall, Tex.
Berger
Blackmon
Boehne
Buchanan
Bulkley
Burleson
Burnett
Byrns, Tenn.
Calder
Candler

Cox, Ind.
Cullop
Curley
Davis, W. Va.
Dent

Dixon, Ind.
Donohot
Doremus
Driscoll, D. A,
Estopinal
Evans

Browning
Butler

Alken, 8. C.
iney
Ames
Andrus
Anthony
Ayres
Barnhart
Bartlett
Bates
Bell, Ga.
Dooher
Borland
Bradley
Brantley
Brown
Burgess

Campbeil
Cantrill
Carlin
Carter
Cary

YEAS—107.
Gillett Lindbergh
Godwin, N. C. Longworth
Good MeCreary
Graham McKinley
Green, Towa McKinne
Greene, Mass., MeLaughlin
Griest MeMorran
Gudger Miller
Hammond Moore, Pa.
Hanna Mott
Haugen Needham
Hawley Neeley
Heald Norris
- Helgesen *age
Howland Patton, Pa.
Hughes, W. Va. Payne -
Tumphrey, Wash. Pickett
[Kahn Plumley
Kendall Pou
Kennedy Pray
Kent Prince
Kinkaid, Nebr. Prouty
Knowland Rees
Lafean Roherts, Mass.
Laffert Rodenberg
La Follette Rubey
Lenroot Rucker, Colo.
NAYS-—1286.
Fergusson Kinkead, N. T,
Finle, Kitchin
Flood, Va. {onj
Floyd, Ark. Korbly
Franecis mb
Gallagher Lee, Ga.
George Lee, Pa.
Goeke Lever
Goodwin, Ark. Linthicum
Gray Littlepage
Gregg, Pa. loyd
Gregg, Tex. Lobeck
Hamill MeCall
Hamlin MecCoy
Hard MeDermott
Harrison, Miss, MeKellar
Harrison, N. Y. Mnguire. Nebr.
Hay Maher
Hayden Mann
Heflin Martin, Colo.
Henry, Tex. Morrison
Hensley Moss, Ind.
Holland Murray
Houston Oldfield
Howard O'Shaunessy
Hull Padgett
Humphreys, Miss. Pepper
Jacoway Post
James Rainey
Johnson, Ky. Raker
Johnson, 8. C. Ransdell, La.
Jones Rauch
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—S8,
Catlin Glass
Dwight Hill
NOT VOTING—149,
Clark, Fla. Esch .
Colller Fairehild
Cooi)er Falson
Covington Farr
Cox, Ohio Ferris
Cravens Fields
Currier Fitzgerald
Dalzell Focht
Danforth Fordney
Daugherty Fornes
Davenport Garner
Davidson Garrett
De Forest Goldfogle
Denver Gould
Dickinson Guernsey
Dickson, Miss. Hamilton, Mich.
Dies Hamilton, W. Va.
Dodds Hardwick
Draper iarris
Driscoll, M. BE. Hartman
Dupré ﬂalyes
Dyer Helm
Edwards Henry, Conn,
Ellerbe Higgins

Bells
Sharp
Simmons

loan
Smith, Saml. W,
Speer

Bteenerson
Stephens, Cal.
Sterling
Stevens, Minn,
Stone
Sulloway
Bwitzer
Taylor, Ohio
Towner

Utter

Vare

Volstead
‘Webb
Wedemeyer
Whitacre
Willis

Wilson, I11.
Woods, lowa

Young, Kans.
Young, Mich.

Rothermel
Rouse
Russell
Bhackleford
Sims

Bisson
Slayden
Bmall
Smith, Tex.
Stanley
SBtedman
Stephens, Nebr,
Stephens, Tex.
Sweet
Taggart
Talcott, N. X,
Taylor, Colo.
Thayer
Tilson
Townsend
Tribble
Tuttle
Underwood
Watkins
Whita
g}g‘on. Pa.
erspoon
The Speaker

Mays
Parran .

Hinds
Hobson
Howell
Hughes, Ga.
Hughes, N. J,
Jackson
Kindred
Konop
Kopp
Langham
Langley
L[::wrence
gare
Levy
Lewis
Lindsay
Littleton
Lound

u
MeGilicnddy
McGuire, Okla,
McHenr,
McKenzie
Macon
Madden

Martin, 8. Dak. Peters |, Scully Thistlewood
Matthews Porter Sbeppard Thomas
Mondell Powers Sherley Turnbull
Moon, Pa. *ujo Sherwood Underhill
Mcon, Tenn. Randell, Tex. Slem Vreeland
Moore, Tex. Redfield Smith, J.M.C.  Warburton
Morgan teyburn Smith, Cal, Weeks
Morse, Wis. Richardson Smith, N. Y. Wilder
urdock Riordan Sparkman Wilson, N. Y.
ﬁelmn E:ogsrrsi’el\'ev. gtac![:l A Wood, N. J.
C] Roddenber: tephens, Mi =
Olmsted Rucker, Mc{ Sulger P P
Palmer Sabath Talbott, Md.
Patten, N. Y. Saunders Taylor, Ala.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name,

The Clerk called the name of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, and
he voted “nay,” as above recorded.

So the motion to concur in Senate amendment No. 12 was lost,

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

For the session:

Mr. Grass with Mr. SLemp. .

On the vote:

Mr. PerERs with Mr. Fagre.

Mr., JacksoN (for repeal) with Mr.
(against).

Until further notice:

Mr. Surzer with Mr, MATTHEWS. A

Mr. Puso with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma,

Mr. RoppENBERY with Mr. J. M. C. SMITH.

Mr. BEaANTLEY with Mr, MarTIN of South Dakota.

Mr. Corrier with Mr. MoNDELL.

Mr. DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “yea,” but I find that
I am paired with my colleague from New York, Mr. LITTLE-
TON, and I wish to withdraw my vote and answer “ present.”

The SPEARER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name.

The Clerk called the name of Mr. DwicHaT, and he answered
“ Present.”

Mr. STERLING. Mr, Speaker, am I recorded as voting?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The motion to concur in the Senate amend-
ment is lost, which is equivalent to the adoption of a motion to
disagree.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr.
No. 13 be reported.

The Clerk readl the amendment, as follows: -

13) Sec. 12, That a board is h
Tai‘lﬂ!]Board, which shall be composefir%ljfyﬁg;egggibé?s.b\?vhl‘ong}fal}I atf‘e E::E
pointed by the Fresident, by and with the advice and consent of the
tenate. 'I'he members first appointed under this act shall continue in
office from the date of qualification for the terms of two, three, four,
five, and six years, respectively, from and after the first day of October,

A. D, 1912, the term of each to be designated by the Fresident; but
thelr suceessors shall be appointed for terms of six years, except that

Hucues of New Jersey

Speaker, I ask that Senate amendment

any person chosen to fil! a vacaney shall be appointed only for the unex-
gir’ term of the member whom he shall succeed. The President shall
esignate a member of the board to be the chalrman thereof during

the term for which he is appointed.
ing, be removed by the President for ineficiency, neglect of duty, or
malfeasance in office. Not more than three members of sald DLoard
shall be members of the same political party. Three members of sald
board shall constitute a guorum. The chairman of sald board shall
receive a salary of $7,000 per annum and the other members each a
salary of $7,000 per annum. The board shall have authority to appoint
a secretary and fix his compensation, and to appoint and fix the com-
pensation of such other employees as it may find necessary to the
performance of its duties.

That the principal office of sald board shall be in the city of Wash-
ington. The board, however, ghall have full authority, as a body, by
one or more of its members, or through its employees, to conduct In-
vestigations at any other place or places, either the United States or
foreign countries, as the board may determine. All the expenses of
the board, including all necessary expenses for transportation Incurred
by the members or by their employees under their orders, in making
an% [Investigations, or upon official business in any other places than
in Washington, shall be allowed and paid on the presentation of itemized
vouchers therefor, approved by the chairman of the board. Should
said board require the attendance of any witness, either In Washing-
ton or any place not the home of said witness, sald witness shall be
paid the same fees and mileage that are paid witnesses In the courts
of the United States.

That it shall be the doty of sald board to Investigate the cost of
production of all articles which by an{’ act of Congress now in force
or hereafter enacted are made the subject of tarlf leglslation, with
gpeclal reference to the prices paid domestic and forelgn labor and the
prices pald for raw materials, whether domestic or imported, entering
into manufactured articles, producers’ prices and retall prices of com-
modities, whether domestic or imported, the cost of transportation from
the place or places of production to the principal areas of consumpiion,
the condition of domestic and forelgn markets affecting the American
proGucts, including detailed Information with respect thereto,-together
with all other facts which may be ner:essar{ or cogvenient in fixing
import dutles or In aiding the President and other officers of the Govern-
ment in the administration of tha customs laws, and sald board shall
also make investigation of any such subject whenever directed by either
House of Congress.

That to enable the President to secure Information as to the effect
of tariff rates, restrictlons, exactions, or any regulations imposed at
any time by any foreign country rggon the importation Into or sale in any
such forelgn country of any products of the United States, and as to

Any member may, after duc hear-

any export bounty ?n.id or export duty imposed or prohibition made by
he exportation of any article to the United States

any country upon
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which diseriminates against the United States or the products thereof.

and_ to assist the President in the applicatiom of the maximum

minimum tariffs and other administrative provisions of the eustoms

gw]sl. &he board shall, from time to time, e report, as the President
¥ Cact ’

That for the purposes of this aet sald board shall have power to
subpena witnesses, to take testimony, administer oaths, and to require
any person, firm, copartnership, corporation, or association engaged in
the produetion, importation, er distribution of any article under In-
vestigation to produce books and papers relating to any matter pertain-
ing to such Investigation. In case of failure to comply with the re-
?ulremente of this section, the board may report to Congress such
ailure, speclfying the names of such persons, the individual names of
such firm or cepartnership, and the names of the officers and directors
of each sueh corporation or assoeiation so failing, which report shall
also specify the article or artieles produced, imported, or distributed by
such person, firm, copartnership, eorporation, or association, and the
tariff schedule which applies to suel article.

That in any inves tion authorized by this act the board may
obtaln sueh evidence or information as it may deem advisable, but said
board shall not be required to divolge the names of persons fm[ahlng
such evidence or information ; and no evidence or information so secured
under the provisions of this seetion from any person, firm, copartner-
ghip, corporation, or association shall be made public by sald board in
suc
or rival.

That sald board shall submit the resnlts of its Inv tions, as here-
inbefore prévided, including all testimony, ther with any explana-
tory report of the facts so ascertained, to the President or to either
House of Congress, from time to time, when called upon by the Presi-
dent or either House of Congress.

That upon the taking effect of this act the bedy now known as the
Tariff Board shall transfer to the Tariff Board hereby created all such
property and equipment, books and papers as are now possessed or
used by sald first-mentioned board in eonmnection with the subjects for
which the Tariff Board is hereby created, and thereupon the said first-
mentioned board shall cease to exist.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in
the Senate amendment; and if no gentleman desires to
speak—— .

Mr. LONGWORTH. I sheuld like to ask the gentleman a
question. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PAYNE. 1 will

Mr. LONGWORTH. I desire to know if this amendment is
in the same language as the bill that passed the Senate on the
3d of last March and came over to the House and was beaten
in the closing days of the session?

Mr. PAYNE. It is substantially the same bill, but not ex-
actly. There is a provision in this which I think was net in
the bill to which the gentleman refers. That provision is that
the board shall report to either House of Congress.

. Mr. LONGWORTH. That was in that bill,

Mr. PAYNE. Then I think it is substantially the same bill.

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is the Tariff Board bill

Mr. PAYNE. Yes

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy the
time of the House but five minutes.

I wish te say to the House that this amendment placed on
the excise bill is an amendment to enact inte law the Tariff
Board provisien that the House has voted on several times
before. It is to enact into law the same Tariff Board pro-
vision that was propesed in the last Congress, practically, and
that has been proposed in this Congress.

I have an objection to this legislation, and had the same ob-
jeetion to the preposal to repeal the Canadian reciprocity treaty
being included in this excise tax bill. The excise bill has been
agreed to by the Senate. It has been agreed to by this House.
It is the greatest piece of remedial legislation for the benefit
of the masses of the American people that has been passed in
a quarter of a century. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

It proposes to put fifty million or sixty million dollars of
the burdens of taxation on the wealth of the country, and to
enable the Congress to remove it from the backs of the Ameri-
can people. [Applause.] I think if you had voted a few min-
utes ago to put a provision in this bill to repeal the Canadian
reciprocity pact, you would have sent the bill to the President
of the United States expecting a veto as soon as it got there.
You would have rung its death Eknell before you sent it from
your hands, and I do not think we eought to jeopardize this
bill by putting any amendments on it that are foreign to the
real purpose of this act.

In the next place the Senate, under the Constitution of the

United States, has no right to originate tariff legislation. This
is a proposition that is not germane fo the original hill, that
| has no right on it and no place on it. The gentlemen on that
gide of the House who believe in a Tariff Board, if they are
 honest and earnest on that question, have a fair forum in which
.to fight their battles. They have their proposition on the
sundry civil bill to-day. They can fight it out on the sundry
civil bill, which is one of the great supply bills of this country.
They do not need to jeopardize this great excise-tax bill by
trying to complieate its provisions by putting wpen it amend-
ments to which they know  this side of the House c¢an not
agree.

manner as to be avallable for the use of hny business competitor”

As to the Tariff Board proposition itself, this side of the
House has met that issue fairly, and its propesition on that
subject will become & law. When the legislative bill was befora
the House we provided for a bureau of domestic and foreign
commerce in the Department of Commerce and Labor. That
amendment was adopted by the House, and I understand it
stands in the bill ratified by the Senate. In that provision for a
bureau of demestic and foreign commerce is a paragraph au-
thorizing the bureau to do absolutely all the investigation that
is provided for in this bill and providing that it shall repert
to Congress.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. GILLETT. In that provision was there any larger appro-
priation given than always has been given for the performanee
of the funections of the Bureau of Manufactures? Therefore, is
there any way for it to do any tariff work?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no appropriation in this propo-
sition at all; and as to the appropriation, it must go to the
gentleman's committee anyhow to get the money. The Com-
mittee on Ways and Means have no control of appropriations.

Mr. GILLETT. But the provision which the gentleman
speaks of does not make any appropriation at all, beyond such
as has always been given for the Burean of Manufactures.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But it puts the-law there, and when
the Secretary calls on Congress for the appropriation I have no
doubt it will be given. This provision could not work unless
Congress gave the money, so there is rothing in that eonten-
tion at all. But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gir-
LETT] knows, because he is on the conferéncde committee, that
my statement is correct when I say that in that bill there is a
provision, put there by this Democratic House, authorizing as
full and as ample investigation as to all facts on which a tariff
bill could be written as is provided in this amendment. It pro-
vides that the report shall be made to this House, and there is
no reason for your adopting this amendment unless you want
to jeopardize the passage and the approval of an honest bill.
[Applause on the Democratie side.] g

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the provision in the legislative
appropriation bill referred to by the gentleman from Alabama
was not an extension of authority to make investigations, but
was a restriction of existing authority. It provided for one
bureau instead of two that now exist, and instead of incregs-
ing the chance to obtain information it deereases the oppor-
tunity. The gentleman’s excuse for opposing this amendment
is the most peculiar excuse that he has ever been called upon
to make. With the Senate in favor of the propesition, with the
President of the United States known to be in favor of if, he
says the House should disagree to the amendment for fear that
by agreeing to it we will jeopardize the bill. [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinois miisun-
derstood my statement. I said that it was put on here for the
purpose of jeopardizing this Dill; that the man who placed it
on here knew that this side of the House was opposed to the
passage of it. [Applause on the Democratie side.]

Mr. MANN. But no gentleman on the other side of the House
can excuse himself for voting against the amendment on the
ground that it may jeopardize the bill. If that side of the
House to-day, with the opportunity before it, agrees to this
amendment, the final approval of the President of the United
States is already written upon the law. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.] Gentlemen over there are jeopardizing the bill
by refusing to accept a proposition which the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. UxpeErwoon] himself only a year ago favored in
the Committee on Ways and Means and in the House. It is
the same proposition reported from the Committee on Ways
and Means in the last Congress by a unanimous vote. [Applause
on the Republican side.] But now the gentleman is afraid of
his own shadow, afraid he will jeopardize the bill by adding
an amendment to it that all Republicans are in favor of.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman a
question. The gentleman is the leader of the Republicans. He
is the mouthpiece, or should be, of the administration. I want
to ask him if we agree to put this amendment No. 12, repeal«
ing the Camadian reciprocity, onto this exeise tax bill, does the
gentleman from Illinois believe the President of the United
States weuld sign it?

Mr. MANN. We have disposed of that amendment. [Laugh-
ter on the Democratic side.] That is a last year’s bird's nes:.
The gentleman hides behind that amendment in an endeavoer to
defeat this amendment. I do not wonder that he is afraid to
meet the isspe on this amendment, and seeks to divert attention
% the other amendment. This amendment is now before the

ouse,
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Mr. UNDERWOOD.
swered my question.

Mr. MANN. And if the gentlemen on that side of the aisle
are in favor of a tariff board, let them vote for this amend-
ment. If they are opposed to a tariff board, let them vote
against the amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman has not yet an-
swered my question. I am inquiring for information, and I am
going to the source of authority.

Mr. MANN. I do not know, if that is what the gentleman
wants to know. But if the gentleman desires to advance the
passage of this bill, if he wants to make it so. that Republicans
can support and defend it, so that a Republican President can
approve it, so that a Republican Senate will agree to it, let
him yield now his fear and go back to where he stood a year
ago and vote for the proposition which he then favored and
which we all now favor. [Applause on the Republican side,]

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from New York to concur in the Senate amendment,

Mr. PAYNH. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and

But the gentleman has not yet an-

Garrett Kopp = _ Morgan Sherley
Glass Lafferty Morse, Wis, Sherwood
Goldfogle Lamb Murdock Slayden
Gould Langham Nelson mg
Guernsey Langley Nre Smith, J. M. C.
Hamill Lawrence Olmsted Smith, Cal
Hamilton, Mich. Legare Palmer Smith, N. ¥,
Hamilton, W. Va. Lever Patten, N. Y. Stack
Hardwick Levy Peters Stephens, Miss,
Harris Lewis Porter Talbott, Md.
Hartman Lindsay FPowers Taylor, Ala.
Haugen Littleton Pujo Thistlewood
Hayes Loud Randell, Tex. Thomas
Helm McCall Redfield Turnbull
Henry, Conn, McGillicudd Reyburn Underhill
H 1g-§i.vna McGuire, O Richardson Vreeland
inds MecHenr, Riordan Warburton
obson McKenzie Roberts, Nev. Weeks
Howell Macon Robinson Wilder
Hughes, Ga. Madden Roddenbery Wilson, N. Y.
Hughes, N. J. Martin, 8. Dak. Rucker, Mo. Al o P
Jaciﬂon Matthews Sabath Young, Tex.
Jones Moon, Pa. - Saunders
Kindred Moon, Tenn. Scully
Konop Moore, Tex. Sheppard

nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 130,

answered “ present” 8, not voting 153, as follows:

YEAS—D9.
Anderson, Minn. Greene, Mass, McKinne Smith, Saml. W,
Austin Griest McLaughlin Speer
Barchfeld Hammond MeMorran Steenerson
Bartholdt Hanna Mann Stephens, Cal.
Berger Hawley Miller Sterling
Bowman Heald Mondell Stevens, Minn,
Burke, 8. Dak. Helgesen Moore, Pa. Sulloway
Burke, Wis, Howland Morrison Sweet
Calder Hughes, W. Va.  Moss, Ind. Switzer
Cannon Humphrey, Wash. Mott Talcott, N. Y.
Copley Kahn Needham Taylor, Ohio
Crago Kendall Norris Tilson
Crumpacker Kennedy Patton, Pa. Towner
Cuorry Kent *ayne Utter
Dayis, Minn. Kinkald, Nebr.  Pickett Yare
Donohoe Kinkead, N. J. Plumley Volstead
Doremus Knowland ray Wedemeyer
088 Lafean Prince Whitacre
French La Follette Prouty White
Fuller Lee, Pa. ees Willis
Gardner, Mass. Lenroot Roberts, Mass. Wilson, I1L
Gardner, N. J. Lindbergh Rodenberg ‘oods, Towa
Gillett Longworth Sells Young, Kans,
Gogll McCreary Simmons Young, Mich,
Green, Iowa McKinley Sloan
NAYB—130.
Adalr Dixon, Ind. Howard Rauch
Adamson Doughton u Reilly
Akin, N. Y. Driscoll, D, A, Humphreys, Miss, Rothermel
Alexander Estopinal Jacoway Rouse
Allen Evans James Rubey
Anderson, Ohlo Fergusson Johnson, Ky. Rucker, Colo,
Ansberry Finley Johuson, 8. C. Russell
Ashbrook Flood, Va, Kitehin Shackleford
Bathrick Floyd, Ark. Kanif Sharp
Beall, Tex. Foster Korb ¥ Sims
Blackmon Fowler Lee, Ga. Sisson
Boehne Francis Linthicum Small
Buchanan Gallagher Littlepage Smith, Tex,
Bulkley George Lloyd Stanley
Burleson Godwin, N. C. Lobeck Stedman
Burnett Goeke McCoy Stephens, Nebr.
Byrns, Tenn, Goodwin, Ark. MeDermott Stephens, Tex.,
Candler Graham McKellar Stone
Carlin Gray Maguire, Nebr, Sulzer
Carter Gregg, Pa. Maher Tageart
Claypool Gregg, Tex. Martin, Colo. Taylor, Colo.
c]ayf:n Gudger Murray Thayer
Cline Hamlin Neeley Townsend
Connell Hard Oldfield Tribble
Conry Harrison, Miss. O’'Shaunessy Tuttle
Cox, Ind. Harrison, N. Y. Padgett Underwood
Cravens Hay Page Watkins
Cullop Hayden FPepper Webb
Curley Hetlin. Post Wilson, Pa.
Davlis, W. Va. Henr{. Tex. Pou Witherspoon
Dent Hens' eg Rainey The Speaker
Dickinson Hollan Raker )
Difenderfer Houston Ransdell, La.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—8. '
Brantley Butler Hill Parran
Browning Dwight Mays Sparkman
NOT VOTING—143.
Aiken, 8. C. Brown Currier Dyer
Alney  Burgess Dalzell Edwards
Ames . Burke, Pa. Danforth Ellerbe ;
Andrus . Byrnes, 8. C, Daugherty Esch
Anthony ; Callawa, Davenport Fairchild
Ayres Campbe Davidson Faison
Barnhart Cantrill De Forest Farr
Bartlett Car Denver Ferria
tes Catlin Dickson, Miss. Fields
Bell, Ga. Clark, Fla. Dies Fitzgerald
h Collier Dodds Focht
Borland Cooper Draper Fordney
Bradley Covington Driscoll, M. B, Fornes
Broussard Cox, Ohio Dupré Garner

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name.

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crarx of Missouri, and he
answered “ No.”

So the motion to concur was rejected.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen-
ing when his name was called? f

Mr. SLAYDEN. No.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself within
the rule.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice: .

Mr. SLAYDEN with Mr. MATTHEWS.

Mr. RopiNsoN with Mr. DRAPER.

Mr. Lever with Mr. HENry of Connecticut.

Mr. Kixprep with Mr. HIGGINS.

Mr. HaMILL with Mr., LAFFERTY.

My, Corrier with Mr. Korp.

Mr. Boorner with Mr. Smrra of California.

Mr. SapaTH with Mr. FARR.

Mr. Laus with Mr. HAUGEN.

Mr. Perers with Mr. McCaLL,

On the vote:

Mr. HugHEes of New Jersey (against) with Mr. JAcksoN (to -

concur).

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New
York to concur having been defeated, that carries with it the
proposition to disagree.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the
votes and to lay that motion on the table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the House
ask for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes
on the excise billl

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that
the House ask for i conference on the excise bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees:

Mr. Uxperwoop, Mr. Hour, Mr. PALMER, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr, McCALL.
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bills:

H. R.18041. An act granting a franchise for the construction,
maintenance, and operation of a street railway system in South
Hilo, county of Hawalii, Territory of Hawaii; and =

H. R.16518. An act for the relief of the Fifth-Third Na-
tional Bank of Cincinnati, Ohio.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint
resolution of the following title:

8. J. Res. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to supply tents and rations to American citizens compelled
to leave Mexico.

SUGAR SCHEDULE.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, under the unanimous-con-
sent agreement of last evening I ask to take from the Speaker’s
table the sugar bill for present consideration in the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks for the
present consideration of the sugar bill, the title of which the
Clerk will report.
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The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 21213) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United
States, and for other purposes,” approved August 5, 1909.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

Mr., MANN. That has already been given. I ask that the
Senate amendment be read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and Insert:

“That six months from and after the Fnssage of this act there shall be
levied, collected, and paid the rates of duty which are prescribed in
the paragraphs of this act upon the articles hereinafter enumerated,
when Imported from any foreign country into the United States or
into any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the
islands of Guam and Tutuila), and the said paragraphs and sections
shall constitute and be a substitute for paragraphs 216 and 217 of
section 1 of an act entitled ‘An act to provide revenue, equalize duties,
and encourage the industries of the United States, and for other pur-
poses,” approved August 5, 1909.

* First. Bugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concen-
trated melada, concrete, and concentrated molasses, testing by the
polariscope not above 75°, ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per
pound, and for cach additional degree shown by the polariscope test,
twenty-six one-thousandthg of 1 cent per pound additional, and frac-
tions of a degree in proportion; molasses testing not above 40°, 20
per cent ad valorem; testing above 40° and not above 5H6°, 3 cents
per gallon; testing above 56° 6 cents per gallon; sugar drainings and
sugar sweeplngs shall be subject to duty as molasses or sugar, as
the case may be, according to polariscope test: Provided, That every
bag, barrel, or parcel in which sugar testing by the polariscope less
than 99° is packed shall be plainly branded by the manufacturer or
refiner thereof with the name of such manufacturer or refiner, and the
Eolnrlsco{]e test of the sugar therein contained, accurately within one-

alf of 1°, and a failure to brand any such bag, barrel, or parcel as
herein re?uired shall be deemed and taken to be a misbranding of
food within the meaning of the act of June 30, 1906, entitled ‘An act
for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated
or misbranded or polsonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and
liguors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes.’
And the requirements of this proviso shall not apply to any sugar
ghipped or delivered to a refiner to be refined before entering into
consumption.

* Second. Maple sugar and maple sirup, 4 cents per pound; glucose
or grape sugar, 1} cents per pound; sugar cane in its natural state or
unmanufactured, 20 per cent ad valorem ; sugar cane defecated, shredded,
artificially dried, or which has been subjected to any manufacturing or
other process, 50 per cent ad valorem.

“Third. That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as
to abrogate or in any manner impair or affect the gl‘avislnns of the
treaty of commercial reciprocity concluded between the United States
and the Republic of Cuba on the 11th day of December, 1902, or the
provisions of the act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of
the same, and that upon the taking effect of this act all acts and parts
of acts in conflict with the provisions hereof shall be repealed.”

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in
the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that
the House concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have not a print of the
bill before me, but I understand there is but one Senate amend-
ment.

Mr. PAYNE. That is all.

The SPEAKER. That seems to be the case.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is that correct?

The SPEAKER. That is correct.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from New York
desire to consume some time?

AMr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to use about five minutes.
The bill has not been printed, except in the Recorp, and I think
a word or two in regard to the changes that have been made will
not be amiss. The bill eliminates the Dutch standard of test of
sugar. Dr. Wiley testified not long since that for 20 years this
test of the Dutch standard in color had not been used and had
gone info an innocuous desuetude, and it made no difference
whether it was used or not. On the contrary, there are some
gentlemen who believe, with this test of color, there will come
into wvse again what many of us remember from our boyhood
days—an article of bright yellow sugar—that was bought by the
farmers of the country, the mechanies, and so forth, and used
in the family and took the place of the present white sugar. I
remember when Gov. Gear was a member.of the Committee on
Ways and Means, when we were making the McKinley bill
He had a great deal to say in regard to restoring this sugar so
that it might be purchased by the people of the country at a
lower price than after going through the process of refining.
Gentlemen believe this will restore that sugar to commerce of
the country and consumption. If it does so, of course it would
cheapen the price of sugar, and in order that people may know
what kind of sugar they are buying when it is not refined, there
is a provision in this bill that all packages containing sugap
under 99 degrees of purity shall be labeled under the pure-food
act, and that the penalties under that act shall apply so that
the people of the country may know what sort of sugar they

are buying and the degree of purity of that sugar. That be-
comes quite necessary, of course, if this sugar goes into use.
This is not required for the sugar going into the refineries,
because there is no necessity for it, and, of course, that will
save money in the cost of refining the sugar. Some people be-
lieve it will save a good deal to the consumer. My faith is a
little weak, but I am willing fo accept that; and certainly there
should be a difference in this sugar from that which goes in
the melting pots to be refined.

Of course, gentlemen know sugar is produced in this country
to the extent of 900,000 tons, 600,000 of beet sugar and 800,000
of cane, and that the islands, including Hawaii, produce some
800,000 or 900,000 tons. The total of the sugar that goes into
the melting pots for refining is 2,800,000 tons, and 1,800,009
tons of that sugar comes from Cuba at 20 per cent less than the
duties provided for sugar coming from other countries. - In 1910
74,000 tons of sugar only were imported into this country which
paid the full duty coming from other foreign countries than
Cuba. Last year it was 199,000 tons because of the shortage of
the crop in Cuba. The domestic production in Cuba is restricted
to sugar used in the United States. The present duty on sugar
is ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound on sugar
which is 75 degrees and less, with an additional duty for each
odditional degree of purity of thirty-five one-thousandths of 1
cent per pound; or, to put it down in English, 95 cents a
hundred pounds and 3% cents additional for each additional
degree of sugar over 75 degrees. This amendment fixes the
duty of 95 cents a hundred pounds of the T5-degree sugar and
adds 2.6 cents per hundred pounds for every additional degree,
so that the duty on sugar of 99 or 100 degrees would be 1.60 per
hundred pounds. Now it is 1.90, so with that degree of purity
of sugar 30 cents a hundred pounds is the reduction.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PAYNE. I will have to ask five minutes more,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the
extension of the gentleman's time? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have never been able to under-
stand why a majority of the Committee on Ways and Means
are seeking to separate the United States from all other civilized
countries in the world by their endeavor to remove the duty
on sugar and provide a revenue in some other way different
from all other civilized countries. Every other civilized coun-
try has a revenue duty on sugar. Great Britain has 40 cents
per hundred pounds, Denmark $1.22 per hundred pounds, and
other countries have a larger duty than the United States under
the present law. i

It has always been recognized by economists as a splendid
revenue duty, and never has it been departed from except for a
ghort time under the McKinley bill, and under these circum-
stances and because the tariff revenue laws were producing
such an immense amount of revenue that we had bought up all
the bonds in sight in order to dispose of it, and were deposit-
ing the surplus of the Treasury in the national banks, and
there was a great hue and cry over these accumulating deposits,
and we were seeking to reduce the revenue, we took the duty
off of sugar and protected the interest by a bounty in 1800. I
think that that was a mistake. I am perfectly willing to ac-
knowledge it when I discover that I have made a mistake. T
voted for that, but I think it was a mistake economically and
politically. It was a mistake as a public matter and a public
question.

Now this committee takes off the duty on sugar entirely after
we have increased the production of beet sugar from some
18,000 tons in 1890, when the McKinley bill was passed, to
606,000 tons under the protection that sugar has enjoyed since.
We have reached that point where we can see clearly that in a
few years we can produce all the sugar used in the United
States in our own domestic industries and our possessions. We
can now produce it all in our own domestic industries and our
islands, except with the addition of the sugar that comes from
Cuba at a lower rate of duty. There was no one demanding
that the duty be taken off of the sugar except the sugar refiners,
and they were very honest and frank about it. They said they
wanted it because they wanted to destroy the beet-sugar in-
dustry. Why? That came into market for three months in the
year and interfered with their markets in the Mississippi Val-
ley. They marketed that *beet sugar right in our markets,”
as these refiners said, and they marketed it at a lower price,
and consequently it cut down the price of the refined sugar, and
it cut off the profits. So they were the ones who were asking
before the Hardwick committee that the duty should be reduced
or taken off of sugar entirely, just as they asked three years
ago from the committee over which I had the honor to preside.
They wanted it all taken off. Then they could get along without
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any differential duty on refining. This bill takes off T} cents
a hundred, the differential duty now that the refiner has had to
protect him in the process of refining. He does not need it
The amendment takes it off, and I hope the amendment will be
adopted.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wis-
congin [Mr. LENrRooT] wants five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, if the Democratic majority
desired tariff legislation for the purpose of relieving taxation
of the American people, they would vote to conenr in this amend-
ment now. They have no such desire, however. It has been
made plain that their pressing of tariff legislation is for politi-
cal purposes only, and it has been made especially plain to-day
by the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hazr-
RISON], concerning which I want to make a few eomments.

He stated very frankly—I eommend him for his eandor and
I have no daubt that he spoke for a majority of the Members
on that side of the aisle—that he was not in favor of any tariff
legislation going to the President of the United States unless
that legislation was framed according to Democratic principles.
Now, the gentleman knews that any tariff legislation going to
the President of the United States based upon a tariff for
revenue only will meet with a presidential veto, and the gen-
tleman stated that he preferred to wait until after the 4th of
next March before seripusly attempting any tariff revision, be-
caise then he could seeure the legislation squarely along Demo-
eratic lines. Now, I want to ask the other side, Mr. Speaker,
if that is so, why they have pressed this legislation at all
[Applause on the Republican side.] Can they claim that they
have been in good faith in doing so? Why was this bill re-
ported out from the Committee on Ways and Means if they
are in good faith and if the gentleman from New York spoke
for the Democratic majority? He knows that unless this bill
goes to the President carrying protective duties it will meet
with a veto, and he knows that any bill meeting with a veto
denies any relief to the American people. So, Mr. Speaker,
those of us upon this side of the aisle who are in favor of real
tariff revision propose by their votes this afternoon to say that
we intend to reduce the cost of living to the American people
now, while you gentlemen on the other side propose to wait
until next year. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman made another statement.
He egaid that it was the consumers and not the producers of the

country that sent the Democratic majority here. Mr. Speaker, |
I know of but two classes of people in this country who are not |

producers but are consumers only. They are the idle rich and

the hoboes, concerning whom my friend from Ilinois [Mr. |

Fowrer] has often spoken so very eloquently [applause on the

Republican side], and it was a matter of considerable surprise |
o me to have the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrmsox] |

assert that it was those classes—the idle rich and the hobo—
that furnished the Democratic majority upon that side of the
aisle. [Applause on the Republican side.] But, Mr. Speaker,
we must remember that the gentleman comes from the great
city of New York, and he is unfair to the Democratic Party
in the country as a whole, because I know a great many good
Democrats who are neither idle rich or hoboes.

But, Mr. Speaker; one other illustration to show the atfitude
of the Democratic Party. Nearly two months ago we had a
steel schedule come back to this House with a reciprocity re-
peal attached to it.

There was an opportunity for you upon that side of the aisle—
if you are sincere in wanting tariff revision now—to have con-
curred in that Senate amendment. It has gone into conference,
and has been sleeping there for 60 days, and will sleep there
until the end of the session; and you on that side of the aisle
have now made a record of the fact that you prefer these high
tariff duties upon steel products rather than to repeal reci-
.procity. You are wedded to the reciprocity issue, but you will
find next November that as to many, many of you on that side
of the aisle you will wish you could forget it. [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman on
‘that side of the House desires to speak, I would like to ask
unanimous consent to close debate in five minutes. T

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-,
woop] asks unanimous consent that the debate be closed in five

'will be the result?

minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that is
pending before the House is' a Senate amendment to a House
bill that places sugar on the free list and will give fe the
American people a reduction of practically 2 cents a pound en
sugar. In place of that the Senate sends back to the House an
amendment removing the Dutch standard and the differential
from the present sugar schedule and reducing the present tariff
tax on sugar from $1.90 a hundred pounds to $1.60 a hundred
pounds,

The Chair

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only way in which you can reduee the
price of sugar is to produce competition, and I am satisfied in
my own mind and from the testimony of everybody that I have
heard on this subject that the reduection of this rate in this bill
from $1.90 to $1.60 would not bring about that competition
which would reduce the price of sugar to the American people.
And yet the Senafe bill will cost the Treasury of the United
States $5,500,0000 annually in loss of revenue.

Now, why should we incur a loss of $5,500,000 of revenue to
the Treasury that will go into the coffers of the sugar refiners,
and nobody else, unless you are going to reduce the price of
sugar to the American consumer?

I am not in faver of the Senate bill. I do net think that any
man that is in favor of a real reduction in the cost of living to
the American people can stand for this bill under any circum-
stances. You pass this bill and let it become a law, and what
Before 60 days have passed you will find
that sugar is selling to your constituents at the same price as
it is te-day, and you will have given to the refiners of sugars
ghtat;&js couniry $£5,500,000 out of the Treasury of the United

S,

That is the legislation that the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Pay~e] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Len-
rooT] want you fto agree to. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] If you are going to deprive the Government of the
United States of its revenue, then I say do it in such a way
that the American people will get the benefit of the reduction.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Do not Tet us go to the country with any subterfuge. Let us
make an honest reduction. If you agree to the bills that we
have passed, that we have offered to a Republican Senate, we
will relieve the American people of $115,000,000 of burden that

' rests on them to-day by reason of this sugar tax [applause on

the Demoeratie side], and we will put in place of it an excise-

tax bill that will raise $60,000,000 and more than compensate

the Treasury for the loss eof the tax that we remove from
sugar. We remove that tax of $115,000,000 from the American
people and the eonsuming masses of the American people, and
we place that tax on the wealth of this country, that can well
bear the burden. [Applause on the Democratie side.]

That is ilie issue which the gentlemen on that side of the
House ask you to-day to compromise. Can you go to your
constituents with a compromise of that kind?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a guestion at that point?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is it not a fact that all but two of the
gentleman’s own party voted for this precise proposition in the

| Senate?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know what the vote in the
Senate is, or was, and I am not responsible for it.

Mr. COX of Indiana. And you de not care.

AMr. UNDERWOOD. I know what the vote of this House 13

‘and this House represents the only. Demoecratie hody that is i

authority in this Government.
side.]

I want to say to the gentleman from Ohlo [Mr. LoNawosTH]
that this sugar bill that was passed by this House and this
excise bill have met the approval of the Democratic Party Jn
its convention. In the highest tribunal of the party these bills
have received the approval of the Democratic masses of the
people. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. LONGWORTH. Do I understand that the Members of
the gentleman’s party in the other body are out of touch with
the Demeocratiec sentiment in this country?

Mr. UNDERWOOD:. I am not responsible for their action.
I am not here to speak for them, but I am here to speak for
the Demoeratic Party in this House on this question. [Ap-

[Applause on the Demoeratic

 plause on the Democratic side.] And I say that it would be a

repudiation of the promises that we have made to the people,

'as confirmed by our convention, unless we insisted that the

relief that we have demanded for the Ameriecan people should
be honestly carried out. [Applause on the Demaocratic side.]
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has .expired.;)
The question is on concurring in the Senate amendment,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 144,

answered “ present” T, not voting 155, as follows:

YEAS—84,
Anderson, Minn. Hanna MeLaughlin
Austin Hawley MecMorran
Barchruld Heald Mann
Bowman Helgesen Miller
Burke, B. Dak, Howland Mondell
Calder Hughes, W. Va. Moore, Pa.
Cannon Humphrey, Wash. Mott
Copley Kahn Needham
Crago Kendall Norris
Davis, Minn. Keunedy Patton, Pa
Focht Ken Payne
Foss l\lnknid Nebr.  Pickett
French Knowland *lumley
Fuller Lafean Pray
Gardner, Mass. Lafferty Prouty
Gardner, N. J. La Follette Rees
Gillett Lenroot Roberts, Mass,
Good Longworth Rodenberg
Green, Towa McCreary Rucker, Colo.
Greene, Mass. McKinley dells
Griest McKinney Simmons
NAYS—144.
Adair Dixon, Ind. Houston
Adamson Ilonohoe Howard
Akin, N. Y, Doremus Hull
Alexander Doughton Humphreys, Miss.
Allen Driscoll, D. A. Jacoway
Anderson, Ohlo  Estopinal James
Ansherry Evans Johnson, Ky.
Ashbroo Fergusson Johnson, 8. C.
Bathrick Finley Jones
Beall, Tex, Flood, Va. Kinkead, N. J.
Blackmon Floyd, Ark. Kitehin
Bochne Foster Konig
Brantley Fowler Korbly
Broussard Francis Lee, Ga
Buchanan Gallagher Lee, Pa.
Bulkley GeOTge Lindbergh
Burke, Wis, Godwin, N. C. Linthicum
Burleson hoeke Littlepage
Burnett Goodwlin, Ark. Lioyd
Byrns, Tenn, Graham I.obeck
Candler Gray MecCoy
Carlin Gregg, Pa. McDermott
Carter (;r?.]ag Tex, MeKellar
Claygool Maguire, Nebr.
ayto ]Iﬂmlll Maher
Cline Hamlin Martin, Colo.
Connell Hammond Morrison
Conr, Ha rt![v Moss, Ind.
Cox, Ind, Harrlson, Miss. Murray
Cravens Ilalrlson N.XY. Neeley
Cullop Hay Oldfield
Curley Hayden Padgett
_Davis, W. Va. Heflin Page
Dent Henry, Tex. Pepper
Dickinson Hensley Post
Difenderfer Holland Pou
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name.

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crarx of Missouri, and he
voted in the negative.

So the motion of Mr. PAYNE to concur in the Senate amend-
ments was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. Saunpers with Mr. Curry.

Mr. O’SHAUNESSY with Mr. PRINCE.

Mr. Reprierp with Mr. BARTHOLDT.

On this vote:

Mr. CovineTon (against) with Mr. Escua (to concur).

Mr. Hucnes of New Jersey (against) with Mr. JacEson (to
concur).

For the balance of the day:

Mr. Wege with Mr. VoLSTEAD.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. PAyxe] to concur is lost, which is equivalent to a
vote to nonconcur.

On motion of Mr. UNpERwooD, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

Mr. UTNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing wtes of
the two Houses on this bill.

'The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as con-
ferees on the part of the House Mr. UNpErwoop, Mr. HARRISON
of New York, Mr. KrrcHiN, Mr. Payxe, and Mr. McCArLL.

ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 56
minutes p. m.) the House adjourne{l until to-morrow, Wednes-
day, July 31, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 99) authorizing
the President to reassethble the court-martial which on August
16, 1911, tried Ralph I. Sasse, Ellicott H. Freeland, Tattnall D,
Simpkins, and James D. Christian, cadets of the Corps of Cadets
of the United States Military Academy, and sentenced them,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re-
port (No. 1116), which said bill and report were referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 25035) grant-
ing to the Ozark Power & Water Co. authority to construct a
dam across White River, Mo., reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a rcport (No. 1114), which said bill and
report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R.
26007) to authorize the bullding of a dam across the Coosa
River, in Alabama, at a place suitable to the interest of naviga-
tion about T3 miles above the city of Wetumpka, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1115),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calandar.

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 8141) to further increase the
efficiency of the Organized Militia of the United States, and for
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1117), which said bill and report were referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII:

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 3452) for the relief of Drenzy A.
Jones and John G. Hopper, joint contractors for surveying Yo-
semite Park boundary, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1113), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
18531) granting a pension to Alloyed M. Smith and the same
was referred to the Committee on Pensions,
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. PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, . AND MEMORIALS..

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 26043) providing for the
construction, erection, maintenance, and operation of a dam
across the Sipsey River, in Pickens County, Ala., for the pur-
pose of the development of water power; to the Committee on
Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 26044) to authorize aids
to navigation and other works in the Lighthouse Service, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn
Commerce.

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 26045) to establish a subport of
entry and delivery at Fort Bragg, in the State of California; to
the Committes on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CURRY : A bill (H. R. 26046) granting to the Atchi-
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. a right of way through
the Fort Wingate Military Reservation in New Mexico, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CURLEY : A bill (H. R. 26047) establishing compen-
sation of certain customs officials; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Dy Mr. AKIN of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 652) request-
ing information from the Secretary of the Interior and Secre-
tary of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolution (I. Res. 653) requesting information from
the Secretary of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BARCHFELD : A-bill (H. R. 26048) for the relief of
the estate of Richard W. Meade, deceased; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 26049) granting an
increase of pension to Joseph A. Lupton; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 26050) granting a pension to
Lennie Anne Shunk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 26051) grant-
Ing a pension to John Kennedy; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 26052) granting
an increase of pension to Margaret .. Ramsey; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 26053) to correct the mili-
tary record of William A. Blades; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 26054) for the relief
of the estate of John AL Wright, deceased ; to the Committee on
War Claims,

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 26055) granting a pension to
Samuel H. Barr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26056) granting a pension to Minnie J.
Cotrell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 26057) for the relief
of Mathias Keith; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 26058) granting a pen-
sion to Margaret Prescott; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. CURRY : Petition of citizens within the Fort Sumner
(N. Mex.) land district, favoring the withdrawal of the clause
in the sundry civil appropriation bill abolishing the office of the
receiver of the land office; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. Atler Burfee, against pas-
sage of the Bourne parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HARTMAN : Petition of the St. Augustine Board of
Trade, of St. Augustine, Fla., favoring passage of bill providing
that powder-house lot be used as a park by the city of St.
Angustine; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. MOTT : Petition of the Board of Trade of St. Augus-
tine, Fla., for turning over of Government property for city
park; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of W. Atlee Burpee, of Philadel-
phia, Pa., against passage of the Bourne parcel-post bill; to the
Commi tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the committee of Wholesale Grocers, New
York, favoring reduction of tariff on all raw and refined sugar;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

22d et ie-s BIRNATR
WepNespAY, July 31, 1918.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings.

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the further reading of the Journal
be dispensed with.

Mr. CULBERSON. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
reading will proceed.

The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal.

Mr, SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the further
reading of the Journal be dispensed with.

Mr. LODGE. Objection has been made.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made to
the request.

Mr. CULBERSON. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be read.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the
Journal, and it was approved.

RADI0O COMMUNICATION (S. DOC. NO. 888).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor submitting
an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $27,880 to carry out
the laws enacted concerning radio communication and the in-
ternational convention upon the suhject ratified at the present
session of Congress, which, with the accompanying paper, was
referred to the Committee on Approprlntluns and ordered to be
printed.

Objection is made. The

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill
(S. 5309) to amend section 3 of the act of Congress approved
May 14, 1880 (21 Stat. L., 140), with amendments, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions, and they
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore:

8. J. Res. 122, Joint resolution providing for the payment of
the expenses of the Senate in the impeachment trial of Robert
W. Archbald; and

8. J. Res. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to supply tents and rations to American citizens compelled
to leave Mexico.

PETITION.

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a petition of Local Lodge No.
349, Brotherhood of Railway Car Men of America, of South
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called injunc-
tion limitation bill, which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to
which was referred the bill (8. 7849) for the relief of Sargeant
Prentiss Knut, administrator of the estate of Haller Knut, de-
ceased, asked to be discharged from its further consideration
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, which was
agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 19339) granting public lands to the
cities of Boulder and Canon City, in the State of Colorado, for
public-park purposes, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 992) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 20498) for the relief of certain homesteaders in
Nebraska, reported it with an amendment and submitied a
report (No. 993) thereon.

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Commiitee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 14333) for the relief of John John-
son, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 994) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. T197) for the relief of the heirs of L. A. Davis, submitted
an adverse report (No. 995) thereon, which was agreed to and
the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. ROOT, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to which
was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 123) aunthorizing
the President of the United States to invite foreign Govern-
ments to send representatives to the Fourth International Con-
gress on School Hygiene, reported it without amendment.
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